


January 17, 1952° 


Mr. Walter H. Breen 
C/o Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


Your article in the January 1952 Numismatiet is one of 
the most interesting articles I have read in many years, 
It just so happens that yesterday I was in New York and 
talked to Mr. Raymond and he also spoke about what fine 
work you are doing. 


The particular items that I am interested in are the 
imitation halfpence dated 1778, 1787 and 1788 which were 
made at Machens Millis. I have been working on the dis 
varieties of these coins and wonder if you have the 
photographs of the 16 coins which were so dated, Where 
are those coins now? I am writing to Stack's to see if 
they are still for sale but I presume you know what dis- 
position was made of them, If they were sold I would 
appreoiate knowing who bought then. I have photographs 
of all the imitations which I have been able to locate 
up until now and I have studied the aatter considerably 
so that I believe I will have something to add. 


Would you let me hear from you promptly? 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 





January 17, 1952 


Stack's 
12 West lidth Street 
New York 19, New York 


Gentlemen: 


The Fairfield County Hoard which is described in 
the January, 1952 Numismatist as having ended up 
in your stock of merchandise contains, according 
to the article, 72 counterfeit halfpence of which 
16 were dated 1778, 1787 and 1788. Would you be 
kind enough to send me, on approval, such of these 
coins as remain in your possession? You may price 
them in groups or any way that is most convenient 
to you. If they have already been disposed of I 
would very much appreciate knowing who might have 
purchased them from you - if you can recall, 


Thank you for your cooperation, 


Sincerely yours, 


BPN/atb 


Bee eS SU ata eae? Beh cat SA Rte catechins Mah ee ean GG) oo mem rmNaEE pOP reece anc 8 eo 
yee See *» oc : - Ga OES Siete i Res Fao ee “. : SRS pa pears 5 ee = iit bse eS 


Box 575, Johns H’pkins Uni 
Baltimore 18, Md, 
22 Jan. 1951. 95 2L- 
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Dear Mr, Newman-- 


Thank you for the comlimentary letter--'fan-mail' is a damned rare and precious 
thing in numismatics.- I'm very glad you liked the article, 


In the interests of complete accuracy, I might as well let you have the few 
corrections that should be incorporated in the article, 
Fage ll: the arrow should connect the reverses, not obverses, of 1796 Gel5, 1797 De#100. 
Page 14, Hoard IX should have just preceded Hoard V, W.C.Prime published it in 186le= _ 
this I found out after the article went to the printers, (Coins, Medals & Séals, 
page 96.) This also constitutes another "publication" besides that in the 
present article and the Damon Duglas monograph, 

Fage 22, Footnote refers to asterisk on pe2d, second line, second paragraph. 


As far as I know, the imitation halfpgnce are still kicking around in a drawer in 
Stack's office. They probably aren't in Mint State any more, from having jostled around 
with other, British-made, counterfeits for the vast eight or nine months. (I studied the 
hoard in May-June 1951, not from photos but. from the original coins, If ym want, I can 
provide you with a complete catalogue of its contents, for better substantiating the 


4 


comments I made in this very fragmentary resume, ) 


May I make a sugvestion? In your study of these counterfeit halfpenny dies, you 
micht include (1) the Geo. III Rex/Immune Columbia and its other mlings : 
2) the Geo, III Rex/LIBER NATUS : 
) the several varieties of GEO.III Rex/INIE ET LIB with Revs. Connecticut 
1788-D and I, last one Ryder 31 of Vermont, but almost Gertainly not 
made in Vermont, 
Also bring in the Slafter arguments’ against their having been made in Vermont, against 
C.wyllys Betts's theory that some of these halfpence were issued from Rupert and some 
from the two Connectieut mints, 
In this connection the old story that Buel brought the "origind Vermont dies" to Machins 
Mills can be verified if by “original dies"we mean HUBS or HEAD PUNCHES, I think that. 
rost of the reverse figures of Britannia-alias-Liberty, Vt. or Conn¢. were made. from a 
hub, but cannot be sure of this. 


If you dg find, as I strongly suspect, that a great many dies were used in this 
clandestine Machin coinage, it will tend to confirm+the tentative conclusions I expressed 
in the article, about the issue from the Newburgh mint being much greater than comonly 
sup nosed, 


I will be very glad to see your contribution to this subject. I have felt for a 
lofig time that it would be possible to make up a corpus of the Newburgh issues, but have 
not known just where or how to go about finding the necessary material. The Betts work 
is based on halfrence observed, among other places, in the Yale Museum--this may be a 
good source, Also if Spink and Seaby offer "Geo, III halfpence, first issue, contempo¥ary 
forgeries, 1787 and otler dates," I would say that these are likely to be the American 
issues too, I have never seen ang other dates besides 1778-1787~-1788 of the sanile workman- 
ship. 


You may be interested in hearing of a few new discoveries in the Connecticut and 
Vernont issues. (1) Ryder 29 is no longer RS--I have seen over a dozen examples, all with 
the heavy diebresk. Two are in the Smithsonian Inst. (2) Atthird Richardson 35 hae 
turned 1p, also an overstrike on an imitation Irish halfpenny. YJ@entified among coins 
broucit to ANS last month. (3) New varieties in Connecticuts: 1785 Obv. 3° Rev. Le 






1786 Obv, h2 Rev. G. 1787 Obv. 33’ Rev. 2’. A duplicate $6.22 ae rash 1 UY [ST 
was .dist¢overed and is now with the Canfield goigs in ANS) own the 3 bao is fing 
and the only one I hawe heard of. Also M.16~ and 33 a with the rs badly broken, 

far worse than described, : - 


Stuart Mosher tells me that he sent you that unlisted Fugio with Reversd B quite 
long ago, out of the Mint Collection. (It is possible, though I can't prove it 
the Mint's choice Fugios including this one came out of the 5th Svenue Hoard. f have 
no record aBout thése coins.) Do you still have it? Does Damon Douglas have a photo 
of the coin? (He wanted a photo for his forthcoming monograph on Jarvis and the Pugh og 
and this variety was not one he had any record of.) 


I will be very glad to hear ‘from you, and to be of any help possible with your 
forthcoming study of Machin's ha]fpence and the like, 


Most sincerely, 


Walt, Greeu 


Walter Breen 


DEM as ea, 





January 24h, 1952 


Mr. Walter H. Breen , 
Box 575 . 

Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore 18, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Breen: 


Thank you for your prompt reply to my letter of January 


/7 “B2, 1952. I will await to hear from Stacks in cennection 


with the imitation halfpence but I am not sure that I an 
going to find any new varieties. I have photegraphed the 
Yale collection, my own ceolleetion, ANS, Douglas and others 
with respeet to all die varieties and I am preceeding with 
the studies in trying to link them up with those of Vermont. 
As hae been pointed out, Vermont reverses all have the 
British shield except for the 1786 baby head. All the Con- 
necticut reverses have the 3 vines in the shield. This seens 
to me to indicate that the hub for the Verment reverses 

was made for primary use in imitations at Machins Mills 
rather than separately for Vermont because if they were for 
Vermont they probably would have removed the British insignia 
as Connecticut did. It is very diffieult te cheek whether 

the same hub was used on all of the Vermont reverses as many 
are so poorly struck but, apparently, practically all of the 
Vermonts had facing like the hub on the olivyerse except Ryder 
13 ss Ryder 28 (if my memory is eorreet as to the ailitary 
bust). 


Do you know where the Qeorge III Rex Liber Batue isf I know 
1% only through an early eatalogue and its mention in Yeoman 
Coin Guide Book. 


The thing that shocks me is that I have never been able te 
find my other use of the obverse of Ryder 13, of the ob- 
verse Vermont-Innune or of the Oeorge II Il-Iumune,. 


I have imitation halfpenee dated 1781, 178k and 1785 and the 
only one of American manufacture appears te be the 178k. Kost 


to Saithgonian. f Gan Very earnestly see how you thought 
it wae e new die, oe ites: teal 


Sone day we will have to meet and in the meantine I inegine 


by Slafter and if yeu would tdvise me where that ie I will 


With respect to the Fagio eent whieh was sent te me, I found 






“re 


Ea test lieaa en oe 


Page 2 
Mr.Walter H. Breen January 2h, 1952 


halfpenee are the 1778, 1787 and 1788, as you point ous. | 
I have a complete digest of all the laws of the States with 
respect to sounterfeiting and am satisfied that New York was 
a safe spet but that they could not make too mueb noise about 
it. They would net have gene te all the trouble of re~arranging 
the partnership deal at Machine Mills unless they were ia 
production and they would not have been whitewashed with 
respect to making Connectiout cents in Machine Mille unless 
there was a grave suspicion that 1% had cecurred. Graated, 
Machine Mille was set up te get the franchise fer the State 
of New York but they had to make a living pricr therete and 
found that they could make coppers lighter than these which 
at were foreed by law to make heavier in Connestieut and 
eruont. : oor 


T have a Richardson 35 ih my collection - alse a Ryder 29. 
T am not familiar with the art{ole you mentioned as being 
appreciate it. 


it was the same die as ons already listed and returned it 


i280) ; 
a te 


you would like to become a doctor. 


Kindest regards. 


Sineerely yours, 


BPH/atb 


pga! 
DATE, 
a REvas st o3f , 
Tees ek he 
Pry itl fe Re sie 





February h, 1952 


Stack's 
12 west h6éth Street 
New York 19, New York 


Gentlemen: 


On January 17, 1952 I asked you to send me, 
on approval, the counterfeit halfpence which 
were in the Fairfield County Hoard. I have 
not heard from you as yet and did hea from 
Mr, Breen that they were loose in a drawer 

at the time he last saw them, If this inform- 
ation is helpful to you so that you can locate 
them and send them for approval, I will appre- 
ciate it. 


thank you for your cooperation, 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 





eg TO OR eet ‘ saat fae] B ise ” 


Rox ST, Johns o “pkins Univ, Sa ee inact 
Baltimocre 18, ma: 
Zeb. ee 1952, 


“ear Mr, Newnane- 
Zour ver, “uch avrreciated reniy was waitin- for me upon my return from 
midyear vacation, yesterda~. chan’ you. 


Now, item by item: ite boy - se i 


Your: comments appear correct and the conclusions cogent. I might add, on the 
question ofathe shields on Vermont-Connecticut-Newburgh c.ins, that the only 
Connecticut cent to bear a Britis’. shield (1788 Miller 1-I) appears to have been 

a tachin's Milt preduet., It is significant that this reverse, 178@-Ct,. I, vant ag 
aa far more commonly used on Vermont cents, and that{if I recall correct} the 
unique Con:.ecticut 1-I was thought by crest to be a Ran counterfeit. 
So that. the conclusions may well be: 
The Vermont reverse hub was crimarfly tiben ied for counterfeit hal*pemy reverses. 
The Single Connecticut dite to be,r a British shield was a Vermont reverse primaril,, 

unintentionally (or very lately?) used with the AUCTORI CONN, 

Atlee and Buel were respersible for all these dfes, (Can we. find two differing hubs? 
It ought to be possible to separate age products on the basis cf style. 5 

- The Geo.ITI REX/LIBER NATUS. & es ei Sher tthe JW. Same ‘collection or als in 
the: Mass, Historical Society (hequest of WLITIah Swmmer- Aprtetom). Whiten, i don't 
at the nomen* recall, nor have I this in my notes. There are tw sources of infor- 
mation which may help you in tracing the piece: 


Hither. write ae an@ ask someone there to look up in the INDEX this Geo. III/LIS=R NATUS 
mulinee-it w4 oe found under LIBER NATUS in the section "Patt-rns and Tokens" pss- 
sibly under + YorKyin the Colonial-State Coinages divisi,n of the card file. 


lternativel:-7--write John Je Ford, at New Netherlands, He isresponsible for putting 
the Coin into "“otes on the Various Denominations" in the de Standard parsers: 
. lest Nith st., N00 .19. rae 
I con't mow the name of the curator over at Mass, Historical Society, tut a letter ad- 
dressed to them at Boylston St., Boston 15, Mass., should bring a result. The 
curator of the J./.Garrett collection is Yr. Sarah slizabeth Freenan, Curator cf Fine 
arts, Johns Hopkins University; and she is more li-ely to resncnd to a request from 
outsize with a big printed letterhead than she would be toa mere undergraduate like 
ss connie rug; this out the hard way, | 
. Agree with ‘you cee ming the aoticeeasd ofthe: eek of Vt. Ryder 13 or of the ~ 
-Vt.=IMMUNE and Geo.III REXZIMMONB obWerses, T'have, for that matter, never geen any 


other use of the obverse of Vt. Ryder 3 (None in’ the heard resenbled this one, ,and 
no obverse of a ccunterfeit halfo«nny in\the hoard was made from any ofthe four hubs 
I mentioned at the close of my article.) i b aLnet cotaind, reo reweed 


; As for 1781-l-5 halfpence, I must say that I have not been able to verify 3etts's 
statement that coins of thegs dateswere Americam-made, Thay appear to be con .siderably 
scarcer than the 1778-87-88, 

< think you are perfectly correct abcut the reasm for re-arranging the partnership 
contract at Newburgh. This is a fact that has been overlooked too often in discussions 
of these matters, The "whitewmshing"” of the beys at the Mills from havin=- counterfeited 


~~ 






, Connecticut cents smacks , little of the Shakespearean "Methinks ~he lady doth prote 
too mich." Its motive is almost certainly as you said. As it is, though, I am ged 
sure ve eee ee were made there, including most if not all among: 
M.1- 
Probably M.2-D, 16+-D --unless Rev. D was shippec there from New Haven 
(M.9=<E and those with the obverses of type 12 §) 
1787 Meliaf, ily Possibly the work of another: counterfeiter 
(?) 1°=Ww, 


and some Vermonts: 
Ryder 1, 13, 31 and its cognates, and very likely the other rulings with Reverse 

L7BE—Ct.Ie: Ryder 25-28-29, Very likely Ryder 27 to0. (ch. head almast cdanS. cal wblh Tog 1747 * 

More difficult to tell here because so many varieties have the same hub as nee 

used on Ryder 31. 

x one te ed pee ee 


. 


. 
' . - a 
Pee ae. -_ - ~ s en - og SRE 


The Slafter article is called "The Vermont Coinage" and was an 1869 reprint from 
Some periodical of $he Vermont Historical Society, The copy I saw was in ANS. Maybe 
they would let vou have a microfilmed copy. Author: (Rev) Edmund F, Slafter, 
It gives a good bit of evidence against the Bupert.mint's being the origin of any of 
the counterfeit halfpence, Gh .TEFINDE ET LIBs, etc., and (for the first time so far 
as I know) tells about Machin's Mill and what went on there. 


You say that the Fugio was one already 1 d by you. Then it cculd only have 
been your 11-B, and probably the error lay ina poor cut of Obverse 1] beins available? 
The il’ustrations in the Ccin Coll, Journal are not exactly the easiest on the eyes. 

If it WASN'T your 11-B, then Mr. Mosher sent you the wrong coin. I recall mentioning 
the similarity between the supposec new obWerse and your die ll, but *he halftone cut 
didn't make it at all clear that they were the same, 


de may meet sooner than you think, I expect to attend the ANA C,nvertion in 
New York tuis - t s 
Wo York 20S sO Us ui, 


Best regards to you too. 


MOSt Sincere. \.. 


waiti. Breen 


Incidentally, you mav be interested in the enclosure--the complete catalome of 

the FairfMiel¢c County hoard, I héar from Stacks that the heard was scié intact), del 

inclucins the false halfpence) to a Mew inglander with a name entlins intier,“perhaps 
4eder2 Crotier or something like it--and that they were writin: you that information ;lus 


the name and addressff the new owner, Good luck in your researches. 








il rte oer 
“+i. NOVA EBORAC, Mailed bust r. 112 gr. Crosbyp3ll #2, Fig. 86, PL.VIII #11, Fine O\_W 


2. Irish halfpenny counterfeit of Geo, II. Illegible date, Worn. 115 ers. 

3--19. Similar obverses of Geo, IT, RW BRITANYIA, dates mostly 1736<4(97), partly illegib} 
Wts. 100 3/4 to 165 grains. The seven or eicht heaviest specimens, those weighing 
over 130 grains, are all crude brass casts; the rest are all counterfekts struck 
in copper from false dies, All worn, 

20-25, GEO, ITI REX with various punctuations, Irish halfpenny counterfeits. Dates 

: 176(27)-=-178(17) mostly partly illegible, Weights of five, 71 tc 1234 grains; 
ay the sixth, 140 grains, but the die work is crude enough to condemn this one too, ji 
| 26-54, Similar obverses. & BRITANNIA and dates 1771-1775 ine lusive. 
ae? Three are dated 1771, one 1772, three 1773, four 1778, eighteen 1775. 
ig No two abe from the same dies, though all of 1771-2-3 are from similar enough work- 
2 manship to have been by the same artiste, also their preservation is the same--did 
they come over from Birmingham in the same keg? 
ts. 70--127 grains, plus one 177) #f 1483 and ene 1775 of 137% grains. 
On both the latter the portraiture and die work gere rally are quite superior to the 
rest, though not matefming the average on genuine Coppers of these dates, 
With these two possible exceptions, all contemp., counterfeits. Good to vf. 0, 
55-57. ‘Type similar to last, but date 1776, workmanship exceedinely like that on the em 
1771-2-3 (Nos, 26-33); weights 1163, 118 (sp. CEORCIVS!) and 1194 grains, Fine, 
(NB—-The CEORGIVS is NOT the Atlee tyve--the C is not the Vermont punch.) 
56-60. Illegible, wts. 96, 99, 120 grains; Siiite@:hk&®periny size, last mentioned is defini 
a Britannia t:pe Geo.III halfpenny or counterfeit. Pocr,. 


| is * & mthaes| exrey, in Hn avhiele : ee ¥ " Le oS ' 

. Sia “rong aban ss MIL) AND CONNSCTIOUT Att" 2s 2d tna of Tad GF pitt, shell pea) "Ths rtain 

oa 63-63. Geo. III Rex, mailed bust r., etc. Date 1778. Three from same pair of dies, 

te - Workmanship, letter & Mig. punches, fabhic (texture of copper) identical with the 
; pieces to follow, Heads not from either a Vt. or Ct, hud. wets. 84 to 1004 ers., 

lightest one clipped. Mint State, as are all following except noted. 

Three more of identical workmanship, abl from a Single slightly differing pair of 

dies dated 1757, Remarks as above, W@ts. range 107;--1184 erns, : 

As last, Three very slightly differing obverses, one same as the die Kurth illus- 

trated* as "Machin's Halfpenny", muled with the same die later used on the Vermont- 

BRITAN’ Ia piece Ryder 13, Smell die flaw just over head anc pointing southwest, 

As above, 92, 117%, 1183 grains. 

aS last, one pair of djes very slightly differince, date 178&. First three range 


964--112 grns; fourt A 37+grains.(!) Sthidlacd. (7PS rarely 


1785, COMECTHCUT. M.3°F?. 157 ana 143 grains,  Unlerr meld tl ene jet ebmet eee. bel” 
M.3LFe, 139 and 133 grains, latter worn, pr, Ftreth 

78, Similar, ¥.3°B. i212 era'ns. 

79-00. M.47C, Wes, 133 (vf) and 124 3/,, qwe.,defective flan, 

Oy oeec 3312 Genin, | 


an 





82. LOG. v.3-pD, 115 grains. Sl. “amage, prebably mate by pravel in the kettle at 
G2~0l:, Mel -G. W24 (as last), 159 (worn, double-struck), Z (burial, 
65. Unlisted mling. Obv. ©, Rev, G, Fine, roorly struck. R°. 1473 grains, 


a. MogSHr. eh . 
de i M5rl. 126 3/4 gr, Fine, defective rlanchet, 
ae..-o M.5°L (formerly 5121), “OPT, 
ee BS, M, : 12h er. Verr slight cameace ae on-%6. 82) 
oe Oe |. 45 liS< er. 
eo”. Y1=93, he 121, 134g (fine), 1915 crms., last cefective rlanchet, all sccrly struck. 
sae ost ae me 147 ers, Damage like No, 82, 
@ HASUOL, 128 and 129; grs., latter worn, former shows "suction marks" on obv. 


. 

~ % 

«kg oe as 

~~ ~ > s 
ae 4 3 

















: ~: % ; ’ aie 
obverse or reverse, and 
able. Miller-Ryder's " 





. a r ga : No. 82. ih wee Se age 
ee MBE na! a air Se, Nor bad but wretchedly struck, = ~*  &, 

hese sao $6 he shows a complete impression of either...” 
ng completely fo : 
gl5 








TO ei 4 “bs 
clproof deser “pti on has been heretofore evade: 
" gs the same die as their 514, but with the heavy dle break. 


The correct descyiptiog.to follow is cov~pailed from ali four specimens I have seen-- 
d 


ANS-Can field's 5 


100<2. 





," and the two from the hoard. 

Obv. 5, with rev, S, AUCTORI: CONNEC: Head from same hub as all 1786-type k 
and 5 except si, » o-- Legend very wide, particularly 4 UandC TO. I slants 
left. First colon slants r., lower dot vartly below base arcline; upper dot low, 1° 
underside level witg center of I. © 0 3istant “rom heat; NE closer than other 
letters, Final C and colon tilted left, C dichtly low, upper dot low, lower dot 
much nearer C than shoulder. Lower fillet points between © anc colon. Milling 
unusually fine, short. 

One seen has a large semicircular flaw (sunken pire or break?) abt. & mm, wice, 
from edge to shoulder: Miller-Ryder's "Obv. oi Pe 


Rev. S, with obv. oi, INDE: ET-LIB. Date wide, line above it double with the 
lower stroke heavier, lines diverging to right. Branch hand roints at D and sligr 
ly left; »ranch thick and stubby, with five undersized leaves on each side anc 
one at top. From the botton, the first and fourth left are detached, anc the 
foug$h right has an engraver's scratch at Sts end. Top of branch points a minus 
cule rt. of period. Wide IND E, the IN being a trifle closer. First colon 
upright, extrem ly close to E; upper dot very low, opposite center of E; lower 
dot norfial. First E blocked 3n on all specymens Seen. Pele hand touches second 
E; pole has minute Liberty cap and touches border which is mede of extrere ly 

fine short denticles, T cub over som other letter, whese traces show at sides. 
Not or shert hyphen between T-L hich and micway. LIB close. Upper dot of last 
colon wepposite center of B; B midway upper dot anc I. Colon slants left, anc its 
Lower apt well over half on shield, B almost touches shield. Sword hilt anc 
guard plain under elbow; hilt points to left half of the T. 


4787, Me2eB, 192, 1b2G,; 1,6% grs., second vf, third defective flan. 
Similar. 6-0. 108 grs., fine. 

9-D, 116 ers., trace clipping at mint: 

9-E, 132 grs., damage like No.82, defective fla. 

oR ue Bre. 

iis, i, 

1°°K, U6. Vf., double-struck. 

1h-§, 117 ers., slight}y clipped. | 

20-8, but without the diebreak described by Miller. 1h3 ers. 

obeal, Flan defect at edge. W734. 

31; Ly 13) and 143 grs. Former flan defect, latter damage like Ne.82. 


vr, 118 3/4 ers. 

32x". 155 3/u ers. 

32 136 grs. VF, but planch=t poorly cut our. 
331g) | wt. 1093, AX. 

3322¢, "tS. 116:, seh ipas A 1294, first t«o XF. 
332217, 135 3/4 gers. Fine. 


6 2 
33°KK, 1364, XF plus. 
sate, Ee, 13k 










33/r4, 153 ers. 


Fine, defective flan, 114 ers. 
We. 1492, Defective flan. 







We. 1025. 
16, Wt. 1134 ers. 
e wt. 12 e 
‘. 24 pred. 130 grs. Lf, 
5 3/eers..u¥f, defective flan. 
aE eg = 


Pest e 
: 3h WN Mate te 
RE eae 
> .. rs a". x 
ae... 
/ Be Ye 


‘eas -* Soe" : 






Tet 





Mlogue conti, CCNMERECUT 2787 m—, 
+ Simflap. v.35T7el, Cligped, wt. 13L2 ers. 
el cP 130% grs. Wleestruck, 
33198 139 3/4 and 122 grs., both VF, botw on defective flans. 
ae 


28716° ene 
Uj2eh5. 33°°2 Wts, 115 3/4 (defective flan), 1283, 129 3/4, 163 3/4. First and third 
es ly VF; fourth on very irregular, not pound, heavy planchet similar to followi 
16-8, 3372 139 3/4, 135% (fine), 1424 (fine). First two on irregular planchets like 
he lasts mere hunks of metal showing the outer rim of the dies. 





ee 3, See | 12 ° 
oe 137 ese 
vf put weight, extraordinary, 170 grains, 

ate 158 ers. : 

" Yow. oe Whz, 1323 (xf) and 166% grs., first and third on ¢efective flans. 
E. 156-7. 37a" 1,3 and 1214 ers 
, 168 378un, 160% ers. 
159.60. 37811, ieee alse: grs., latter vf. 
161-2, 37°e. , 153% and 120 3/4. 
163-1. sTpte Wes. 1324 (vf) and 1714 grains, extraordinary, last on sl. cefective flan, 
be gage 1314 rss, Vi, planchet rough and defective. 
(166 36-12, AUCIORT. 136%, fine. 
167-8, 38-GG. 156, 151 3/u, both vf. 
_ mini, Tol, xi. 
Liew, lO7¢ grs. 
: 46-BB. 133, fine, damaged like N_. 82. 
Week. 53-FF. 1064, 112°3/k, 15h, all vf. 





1788. =f... 133 grs. Ferfect ube. 
196-7, 1788. 2trl. 1053 and 10), 3/4, former perfect, latter sl, clipped an’ on imperf. 


flaw 
ics 17884 ig 123 grains, Ferfec&é unc. All the 178@'s have original mint rec, 


179-180. Vt. Ryder 13's, both extremely worn, wgts, approx. 90 grs. Second hag immense 
fs. diebreak where date should have been. See note below, 
e 1&1. (178°) Ryder 27. Fine. 106 gers. ‘sera 


I have very serious doubts that these three pieces originally belonged with the hoard, 

They were shown to me along with the hoard, but were not in the bag which contained the 
other 178 pieces described; and their condition does not nearly ap-roach that of ang of the 
P 1787-88 coins authentically from that find. Were the N-s. 179-80 actually from this 

f hoard, I should expect their condition to have matched that of Nos, 67-69 which have the 

' identical die for reverse. 


ees therefore, these pregumable interpolations tc the hard, we have 176 pieces 
known to have come from the iron kettle in Stepney. 














New varieties of Connecticuts I have seen; 


ee 1785, Obv. 2: Rev. L. Unique.AbFine, 126 3/4 grains. Stack. 

Be. 1786, Obv. °, Rev. G, Unique. Fine, poorly struck, 1L7% ers, Fairfield hoard, 
e. 1787. Obv. 531, Rev, 2, Unique. Better than fine, My cim collection. 

oe . New obv. die of type 33 (3346 so-called), rev. ah . ANS-Canfield, 

56-XX. See cescr, in March 1928 NUMISMATIGT--same variety, ANS-CanMeld. 


Have NOT seen Mr. Luther's n33L6gEH or "1786, 5-T" described in 3/1928 NUMISMATISTs 
do vou know where they are or if they have been discredited? 


i + Do you know Be af other ee ee’ be they new dies or new mlings? 
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Box 575, Johns Y pkins Univ. ~ " 
Baltimcre 18, Md. é 
Bebe. 7, 1952. 


Cd 


“ear Mr. Newnane~ 


cur ver,” “uch a-préciated renly was waitin- for me upon my return from 
micyear vacation, yesterda-. Than’ you, 


low, item by item: ae ; = . ve 


Your comments appear correct and the conclusions cogent. I might add, on the 
question ofthe shields on Vermont-Comecticut-Newburgh Coins, that the only 
von-ecticut cent to bear a Sritis’. shield (1788 Miller l-I) appears to have been 
a lacnin's Mill product. It is significant that this reverse, 178@-Ct, I, was also 
and far more commonly used on Vermont cents, and that (#f I recalt correctly} the 
unique Con ectacut 1-I was thought by Srosb: to be a (lightweight) counterfeit. 

So that the conclusions may well be: °° a, 

The Vermont reverse hub was vrimarfly intended for counterfeit hal®pemy reverses. 

The Single Con-ecticut die to be,r a British shield was a Vermont reverse primaril,, 
unintentionally (or very lately?) used with the AUCTORI CONN, 

Atlee and Buel were respensible for all these dtes, (Can we find two differing hubs? 

It ought to be possible to separate their: products on the basds cf style. : 


| The: Geo. ITI REX/LIBER NATUS. 13 ei @her inthe J.W.carrett collection or else in 

the Mass, Historical Society (hequest of WIITiah Summer’ Aprteton), mnich, 2. dons 
at the noment recall, nor have I this in my nctes., There are tw sources of infor- 
mation which may help you in tracing the piece: 


aither write ANS and ask someone there to look up in the INDEX this Geo, ITI/LISSR NATUS 


mul’nce-it will be found under LIBER NATUS in the section "Patt-rms and Tokens" pss- 
sibly uncerMtif"? yon in the Colonial-State Soinages divisi,n of the card file, 


Alternativel--write John J. Ford, at Yew Netherlands, He isresponsible for putting 
the coin into "“otes on the Various Denominations" in the 1952 Standard Catalocue. 

he JOStau 7 th, Ob, ey 0.19, er a 

I con't mow the name of the curator over at Mass, Historical Society, but a letter ad- 
cressec to them at Boylston St., Boston 15, Mass., should bring a result. The 

curator of the J./,carrett collection is Ir, Sarah Slizabeth Freeman, Curator of Fine 
arts, Johns Hopkins Uriversity; and she is more lively to resocnd to a request from 
outsize with a big printed letterhead than she would be to a mere undergraduate like 
myself--I fouyd this.out the hard way, — eae ; | 


| Agree with you cmceming the tiomrduse of the obv. of Vt. Ryder 13 or of the © 
Vt.~-IMMUNE and Geo.III REX7IMMGNE obWerses, I'have, for that mitter, never geen any 
other use of the obverse of Vt. Ryder 3 (None in the hcard resembled this one, ,and 
no obverse of a ccunterfeit half-<nny in\the hoard was made from any ofthe four hubs 
I mentioned at the close of my article.) BS bade tapain, eo 


| As for 1781-l-5 halfpence, I must say that I have not been able to verify Zetts!'s 
statement that coins of thems dateswere Americam-made, Thay appear to be considerably 
scarcer than the 1778-87-88, 

I think you are rerfectly correct abcut the reasm for re-arranging the partnership 
contract at Newburgh. This is a fact that has been overlooked too often in discussions 
of these matters, The "whitewmshing" of the dcys at the Mills from havin: counterfeited 






= 


too mch." Its motive is almost certainly as you said. As it is, though, I am ged 
sure Sha some Connecticuts were made there, including most if not all among: 
ag M.l=-I 
Probably M.2-D, 16+-p --unless Rev, D was shippec there from New Haven 
(M.9-{E and those with fhe obverses of type 12 /) 
ay gsi ee P 1l-W Possibly the work of another: counterfeiter 
?) 1°-Ww, 


Connecticut cents smacks g little of the Shakespearean "Methinks “he Lady doth "paddy 


and some Vermonts: 
Ryder 1, 13, 31 and its cognates, and very likely the other rmlings with Reverse 
178ECt.I.: Ryder 25-28-29, Very likely Ryder 27 icc alten mee nhs 
More difficult to tell here because so many varieties have the same hub as tha 
used on Ryder 31. 
Pera eee, ae oe Di Cee. eae pe a a oS) eee Sav ot 
The Slafter article is called "The Vermont Coinage" and was an 1869 reprint from 
some periodical of gBhe Vermont Historical Society, The copy I saw was in ANS. Maybe 
they would let vou have a microfilmed copy. Author: (Rev) Edmund F, Slafter. 
It gives a good bit of evidence against the Bapert..mint's being the origin of any of 
the counterfeit halfpence, o0 .TEFINTE ET LIBs, etc., and (for the first time so far 
as I know) tells about Machin's Mill and what went on there. 


You say that the Fugio was one already “One by you. Then it could only have 
been your 11-B, anc probably the error lay in-a poor cut of Obverse 11 beins available? 
The il’ustrations in the Coin Soll, Journal are not exactly the easiest on the eyes, 

If it WASN'T your 11-B, then Mr, Mosher sent vou the wrong coin. I recall mentioning 
the similarity between the supposec new obverse and your die ll, but the halftone cut 
didn't make it at all clear that they were the same, 


ie may meet sooner than you think, I expect to attend the ANA Convention in 
New York tuis -ugust. 


Best regardw to vou too, 


Wost, suncerciy, 


wat ti. ree 


Incidentally, you may be interested in the enclosure--the complete catalccue of 

the Fairfield County hoard, I héar from Stacks that the heard was selé intact yy die © 

{inclucins the false halfpence) to a-Mew Englander with a name entlins in tier perhaps 
(ard or2Crotier or something like it--and that they were writin you that information ;lus 

the name and addressff the new owner. Good luck in your researches. 








(J BHLIALN etc, 
Fo. NOVA EBORAC, Mailed bust r. 112 gr. Crosbyp3ll #2, Fig. 86, PL.VIII #11. Fine, OX Wits 


2, Irish halfpenny counterfeit of Geo, II. Illegible date, Worn. 115 gers. 

32-19, Similar obverses of Geo. II. B® BRITANYIA, dates mostly 1736-(97), partly illegible. 
Wts. 100 3/4 to 165 grains. The seven or eight heaviest specimens, those weighing 
over 130 grains, are all crude brass casts; the rest are all counterfekts struck 
in copper from false dies, All worn, 

20225, GEO, ITI REX with various punctuations. Irish halfpenny counterfeits. Dates 

| 176(27)--178(1?) mostly partly illecible, Weights of five, 71 tc 1234 grains; 
oF the sixth, 140 grains, but the die work is crude enough to condemn this one toc, Worn 
me 26-54,, Similar obverses. & BRITANNIA and dates 1771-1775 inclusive. 
nee Three are dated 1771, one 1772, three 1773, four 177%, eighteen 1775. 
No two abe from the same dies, though all of 1771-2-3 are from similar enough work- 
manship to have been by the same artists, also their preservation is the same--did 
they come over from Birmingham in the same keg? 
Wes. 90--127 grains, plus one 177) @f 1482 and ene 1775 of 137% grains. 
On both the latter the portraiture and die work gererally are quite superior to the 
rest, though not matef¥ing the average on genuine coppers of these cates. 
With these two possible exceptions, all contemp. counterfeits. Good to vf. vk. 

55-57. ‘Type similar to last, but date 1776, workmanship exceedingly like that on the pap # 
1771-2-3 (Nos. ean) 3 weights 1163, 118 (sp. CEORCIVS!) and 1194 grains, Fine. f.. 
(NB--The CEORSIVS is NOT the Atlee tyve--the C is not the Vermont punch.) 

58-60. Illegible, wts. 96, 99, 120 grains; SRite@ehaRSperiny size, last mentioned is definite: 
a She ten t:pe Geo.III PR or counterfeit. Pocr. 

Daa a6 orthace! ere, in Ta ahha: "8; ” : BCE Se : 
| NEW YO VaRCHIN'S MIII) AND CONNECTIGUT 5 eel kc f tad Me oe rete) “Tha rhe 


ase CyrO3- Geo. III Rex, mailed bust r., etc. Date 1778. Three from same pair of dies. 
ire » Workmanship, letter & fig. punches, fabtic (texture of copper) identical with the 
* tern. pieces to follow, Heads not from either a Vt. or Ct. hub. wets. 8, to 1004 ers., 
lightest one clipped. Mint State, as are all following except noted. 

Three more of identical workmanship, abl from a single slightly differing pair of 
dies dated 1727. Remarks as above. W@ts. range 107;--1182 erns. 

As last, Three very slightly cif‘ering obverses, one Same as the die Kurth illus- 
trateds as "Machin's Halfpenny", miled with the same die later used on the Vermont- 
BRITA’ IA piece Ryder 13. Smell die flaw just over head and peinting southwest. 
Nevabove si ltl las 1183 grains. 

4s last, one pair of,djes very slightly differing, date 178&, First three range 


96-112 gerns; fourt A 37*¢grains.(!) Stindacd. 1788 oar, 


1785. COT ECTHCUT. M.3°F. 157 and 13 grains, Unter male Ul ere jnefedrl wmne. iol” 
(on M.34F°, 139 and 133 grains, latter wern. per, Strvdh . 

72, | Sindlar. N.3°B. ‘Us1! gra’ns. 

79-50. M.W7C, wes, 133 (vf) and 124 3/,, @we., defective flan, 

$1. u.6°G+. 2315 grains. 





82. L7BO. 1.3-D1, 115 grains. Sl. camage, prebably mate by gravel in the ke*+tle at 
Baal, Mol G. 12k (as last), 159, (worn, couble-struck). s (burial. 
6S. Unlisted mling. Obv. i. Rev. G. Fine, roorly struck. R°. 1474 grains. 


Bé, M r yl e Le Ly gr ° 


S72. MoI. 1263 Br s Fine, defective nianchet. 
88. M.5¢L (formerly 5 los wel ihe ard 
89. M. ° 12h gr, Verv: Slight ‘7amage as on “o. Ce 


“905 M.S MSs En. 

‘3° 91993, MM. 121. 134s (fine), 1515 crns., last cefective planchet, al> rccrly suruck. 
3 2 49 ' 4 ‘= ae t c) 

2 Site 4.578 ids gers. Damage like lo. Oc. 

Belin xs : Me5t L. 128 anc 129; ers., latter worn, former shows "suction marks" on obv. 


’ 















obverse or reverse, and 
able, Miller-Ryder's " 





2 Tike No. 82, “ty Ae 
mgins, Not bad but wretchedly struck, "°° ~~ 
Shee dias. know to “ha shows a complete impression of either . 

ng roueetee foclproof deser‘ption has been heretofore avatinw 
5-?" £8 the same die as their ol 1h but with the heavy die brea 





The correct ingle yet to follow is co-piled from all four specimens I have seen-- 


ANS—Canfield's 5 


100=2, 
103. 
lol. 
195. 
106. 
107. 
106, 
pi) 
ya 
Ti. 
112<3, 
i}, e 
11°. 
taba 
iif. 
11€#120, 
a 
mom tees 
4. 123 > 






," and the two from the hoard. 

Oov...5° "4 with ey AUCTORI; CONNEC: Head from same hub as all 1786-type | 
and 5 except 51, a 26, Legend very wide, particularly 4 U andC TO. I slants 
left. First colon slants r.,lower dot rartly below base arcline; upper dot low, 
underside level witR center of I. C O distant ‘rom hea?; NE closer than other 
letters, Final C and colon tilted left, C Miehtly low, upper dot low, lower dot 
much nearer C than shoulder. Lower fillet points between © anc colon. Milling 
unusually fine, short. 

One seen has a large semicircular flaw (sunken grea or break?) abt, & mm. wice, 
from edge to shoulder; Miller-Ryder's "Obv. gi rd 


Rev. S, with obv. gl, INDE: ET-LIB. Date wide, line above it couble with the 
lower role heavier, lines diverging to right. Branch hand croints at D and slig 
ly left; >ranch thick and stubby, with five undersizec leaves or each side anc 
one at top. Fror: the botton, the first and fourth let are Getached, anc the 
foug.gh right has an engraver's scratch at its end, Top of branch pointe a minu 
cule rt. of period. Wide I N BE, the IN being a trifle closer, First colon 
upright, extremely close to Ks upper dot very low, oppowite cemter of E; lower 
dot nortal. First E blocked in on all specimens seen. fFole hand touches second 
E; pole has minute Liberty cap and touches border which is mde of extrere ly 

fine short denticles, T ecut over some other letter, whcse traces show at sides, 
Not or shcert hyphen between T-L hich and micway. LIB close. Upper dot of last 
colon wprosite center of B; B midway upper dot anc I. Colon slants left, and its 
lower dpt well over half on shield, B almost touches shield. Sword hilt anc 
guard plain under elbow; hilt points to left half of the T. 


1787. M.2=-B. 132, 142%, 1464 ers., second vf, third defective flan. 
Similar, 68-0. 108 pre. fine. 
9-D, 116 gers., trace clipping at mint. 
9-E, 132 grs., damage like No.82, defective fla-~ 
Oy, VL Brs. 
wie, 162 
12k, 146. Vf£., double-struck. 
1i-§, 117 ers., slighty clipped. 
20-85, but without the diebreak described by ier. dierers. 
2oaty Flan defect at edge. 172. =* 
311 
aI 7. 118 3/h ers. 
32", 155 3/l ers, 
32 


13) and 143 grs. Former flan defect, latter damage like NO.Oe« 


i 


136° gers. Re but planch*t poorly cut out. 


331 wt. 195, 

332212 | ts. 116: Bh 3/4, 129%, first to XF. 
336711, 135 3/1) ers, Fine, 

53 
33 
33 / ry, 153 grs, 

338°, Fine, defective flan, 11h ers. 
33 “8° Wt. 192, Defective Man, 


6 
e 1365 XF plus. 
i Xf, 13434 


332078 we. i02!. 
3312216 We. 132 ers. 
Be we. ist. 


Clipped. "130 gr ae oe 
fee oe ,"¢ preecet flan. 





eh aa 













ii: while aie $2 (<TR es Si’ ale 
5 ghee, Phag 
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1535. 
156-7. 


158. 
159-60, 


161-2, 
163-1. 
165. 
166. 
167-6. 
169. 
170. 
yee 
1$2~0l,. 
Rocce 
175. 
1976-7. 


oe 


on ogue eontl, CONMMRRICUT 1787. > 
ee ary M.33t7rl, Clipped, wt, 13l4 ers. 


» ge°. 130% grs. Double-struck. 
3378 139 3 fa and 122 grs., both VF, botw on defective flans. 
* gers. 3 
3328716" wes, lis 3/h (defective flan), 1285, 129 3/4, 163 3/4, First and third 


ly VF; 
333223, 139 


fourth on very irregular, not pound, heavy planchet similar to followi: 
3/4, 135% (fine), 1424 (fine). First two on irregular planchets like 


36 the last; mere hunks of metal showing the outer rim of the dies. 
1500 126%. 
33492°, 137 ers. 
375e¢". Vf but weight, extraordinary, 170 grains, 
37, «158% ers, 
37-1, Usha, 1323 (xf) and 166% grs., first and third on <efective flans. 
e7uk g. “iio and 121% ers. 
379, 160% ers., vi. 
37° LL. 150 anc ih2 grs., latter vf. 
377e, , 153% and 120 3/4. 
37ll ere, Wes. 1322 (vf) and 1714 grains, extraordinary, last on sl. “efective flan, 
37 LL, 131g grs., vf, planchet rough and defective, 
38-1¢, AUCIORI. 136%, fine. 
38-GG. 156%, 151 3/4, both vf. 
yi-ii., 151, xf. 
ewe 107% grs. 
)6-BB. 133, fine, damaged like N_. 82. 
S3-FF, 106%, 112 3/h, 154, all vf. 
4766, O=b,. 1393°ers.° rerfect.une, 
1788,  12trt. 1052 and 10) 3/4, former perfect, latter sl. clipped am’ on imperf. 
flan. 
17884 12eE. 123 grains. Ferfecs unc, All the 176&'s have original mint rec. 


179-180. Vt. Ryder 13's, both extremely worn, wets. approx. 90 grs. Second hag immense 


Tea, 


I have very se 
They were shown to me along with 
other 178 pieces described; and their condition does not nea 
1787-88 eccine authentically from that find. 
heard, I should expect their condition to have matched that of Nos. 


Qiebreak where jate should have been. 
(1782) Ryder 27. 


See note below. 


Fine. 1065 grs. ‘sent 


rious dcubts that these three pieces originally belonged with the hoard, 


the hoard, but were not in the bag which contained the 

rly aprroach that of ang of the 
Were the N-s. 179-80 actually from this 

67-69 which have the 


identical die for reverse. 


Discounting, therefore, these presumable interpolations tc the hoarc, we have 178 poeces 
known to have come from the iron kettle in Stepney. 


New varieties of 
1785, 
B. 1786, 


2 


Connecticuts I have seen: 


Obv. 32. Rev. Le Unique.AbFine, 126 3/h grains. Stack. 
Obv, 4°, Rev. G, Unique. Fine, poorly struck. 174 gers. Fairfield hoard, 
Obv. 337, Rev. Z’. Unique. Better than fine. My om collection. 


New obv. die of type 33 (3346 


56-XX, 


ANS-Canfield, 


so-called), rev. @ 
See cescr, in March 1928 NUMISMATIST--same variety. 


Have NOT seen Mr. Luther's n3 3 L6gE or "1786. S-T" described in 3/1928 NUMISMATISTs 
do you know where they are or if they have been discredited? 


Tie 


know of any ‘other unlisted varletie@, be they new dies or new mlings? 
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COINS 


MEDALS 
NUMISMATISTS PAPER MONEY 


12 WEsT 46TH STREET ie 


COLLECTIONS 
NEW YORK 19, N.Y. BOUGHT 


LUXEMBURG 2-2580 & SOLD 


February 7, 1952 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 
315 Washington Ave. 

St. Louis, Mo, 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


I have just returned from a trip which carried me 
through the New England States, and in my absence the 
staff did not know if I had sold the Connecticut 
hoard or not. 


I wish to inform you that we have sold the entire 
collection and hoard of the Connecticut cents to 

Mr. Henry Fortier of Darby, Conn. However, I will 
try to accumulate all the counterfeit half-pence and 
Tory cents which we have in stock, and we will send 
Same on to you for your examination. 


Thanking you, I remain, 
Respectfully yours, IE 
STACK 'S Cre 


February 11, 1952 


Mr. Henry Fortier 
Darby, Connecticut 


Dear Mr. Fortier: 


I understand that you are the fortunate party who acquired the 
hoard of Connecticut copper whioh was found in Fairfield county. 


There were a gre at many counterfeit halfpence in the group 

along with the Connecticut scents themselves and I would. like 

very much to have the opportunity to study the counterfeit 
halfpence. I have already examined those in the Yale col- 

leetion and in other larger collections in the country. I am 

writing m article on the subject and would like toe have any in- 
formation whieh might be available in this group. I have already 

' taken photographs at the American Numismatic Society of many counter- 
feit halfpence. 


I am presuming that you are interestdd in keeping the counterfeit 
halfpence but if you care to dispose of them or those which I do 
not already have, I would be very much intereated or would be glad 
to trade you any Connecticut cents which might be of interest to 
you. I have in my collection several hundred Connecticut cents 
including a substm tial number of duplicates, I would also like 

to gee any Connecticut cents which might be struck over counter - 
feit halfpence. or any mesieee of counterfeit halfpence and Con- 
necticut cents. | 


Incidentally, 3 omeons ee ‘to ‘publish pictures of all the varie- 
ties of the Connecticut cents as Miller's book has never been il- 
lustrated and if you, or Mr. Bryant, or someone else would under- 
take this you would do a great service to the field of numismatics. 


With kindest regards, 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 
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Mareh 13, 1952 


Mr. Walter Breen 


Box 575 U 
Johns fopeiae Gosttia Aa 


Baltimore 18, Maryland 
Dear Mr. Breen: 


I was delighted with your letter of February 7, 1952 with 
reference to the Fairfield County Hoard and miscellaneous 
Machins Hills problems, I sueceeded in acquiring a few 

of the imitation halfpence from the hoard from Stacks, 
among which was your No. 56, the one with the "C" instead 
of the "G" in "Ceorcius® Although it is not the identical 
"C*, used on the other Machins Mills coins, it seems to be 
similar to other Connecticut and Vermont punches. It also 
has another American trait, namely, that the British Union 
in the shield does not have any double outline on the 
crosses as do all the British imitations, 


One of the problems which is bethering me at the present. 
time is the "B.G.Fecit® on the one variety of pewter dollars 
of 1776. Is that an American diemaker or a British one? 
There is a reference in the 1909 Numismatist to Ephraim Gets 
but I have never been able to verify this in the slightest 
degree and I beliave it is some sort eof confusion with the 
"Getz" of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, who, in 1792, was cone 
sidered for the past at the mint. Have you any ideas as 

to where we can find out who Hr, "E.G." is? I am positive 
that the pewter dollars were made in 1776 and were not a 
subsequent fabrication. 


From time to time I have been in correspondence with Dr. 
Freeman and am looking forward to the time when the material 
at Johns Hopkins from the Garrett collection is available 

for atudy. Dr. Freeman has given me certain information froa 
the collection but I am sure that it would be very worthwhile 
if a detailed catalogue of that collection were published, 

at least of the colonialssection. 


Kindest regards. 
Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 





January 30, 1953 


Mr. Worman Bryant 

Trust Company Building 

205 Church Street ‘ 
New Haven 10, Conn. 


Dear Mr. Bryant: 


I had given you up for lost but thanks for your letter of 
January 26, 1953. 


I believe that you would be making a great contribution if 
you can work up pictures of virtually all the varieties of 
Connecticut cents. I think you should start out by making 

a list of those where you have excellent pictures and those 
where you do not and I will help you fill in through my col- 
lection and the collection of a friend or two of mine. As 
far as the cost is concerned, if the ANS would nrermit this 
to be published, a charitable contribution could be made to 
them for that purpose and I might participate. Will you let 
me know how far advanced you are in having photoyraphs made 
and whether you are having them made at ANS, Where a die is 
used on several different varieties there is no need to 
photograph each one separately. 


As you know, there was a pot of Connecticut cents and imi- 
tation British halrpence dug up in Fairfield County, Con- 
necticut. Stacks acquired this hoard and I have a list of 
most of the contents of the hoard. There were a great many 
Gonnecticut cents in that hoard, all of which were sold to 
Henry Fortier of Darby, Connecticut. I wrote to him on Febru- 
ary 11, 1952 and suggested to him that perhaps a book illus- 
trating Connecticut cents should be published but I never 
heard from him. Perhaps you are in a position to contact 
him and to get photographs of some of the items from this 
hoard. He might have other Connecticut cents worth taking 
pictures of, 


Please let me have your thoughts on the foregoing. 


; Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 
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IN OoR M: AON  BeR-Y AUN T 2 Insurance 


TRUST COMPANY BUILDING ‘ 205 CHURCH STREET 
Bus. Tel. STate 7-4251 NEW°HAVEN 10, GONN,;, Res. Tel. CHestnut 8-2996 
Representing 


THE TRAVELERS COMPANIES, HARTFORD, CONN. 


February 9, 1953 


Mr. Eric P. Newman, Secretary 
Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 
315 Washington Avenue 

St. Louis, Mo. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


Thank you for your nice letter of January 30th relative to 
Conn. cents. 


At the present time I have twenty five Conn. cents that are 
photographed. They are as follows: 1 
1785 35-A3 1786 3-DL_ 1787 b=L 6 33758* 1788 3°-Bl 


3°-L S401 62-M 3319-724 10.6 
i,i-p4 52M 4-H = 3327-4 122.8 
you f2 6-K 28-m _ 33°9-gel 

6A 99 aie 93300 ne 

63 -Gl 337-r2 372.145 


I have started working on a chart system going over the 

various die varieties of the Conn. cent to see the number I 
have in fine condition that would photograph well and those 
that I would need to have photographed that I do not own. 

As soon as I am able to complete this list, I will let you 
know. I was pleasantly surprised when going over my collection 
that I had so many in real nice condition that would photograph 
well even though I might have to use a different die variety 
where the reverse might be the same as the coin that I was look- 
ing at. In other words the reverse of this coin I was looking 
at might have a good obverse and a poor reverse, while the 
Specimen of another die variety with the same reverse might be 
in fine condition. 


I can see one difficulty in the photographing of a number of 
coins at the same time when I might need two obverse or more 

of the same obverse die so that it would be on the same photo- 
graph. It is a lot less expensive to get the coin photographed 
by using a number of them at a time. I do not know if the sheets 
with pictures of the coins on them could then be cut up and 
placed in a correct order on another sheet for photographing 
purposes in order to publish same. This makes a lot of differ- 
ence from a cost angle. 


You are very nice to offer to fill in through your own 
collection and some of your friends’ specimens that I 
might need for this job. Of course, it is always possible 
that some of your specimens or those of your friends may 
be even better than some of mine, though I do have some 
excellent specimens. 


I did not have the ANS photograph the twenty five coins 

that I had photographed. I believe it might be well if I 
contact the ANS and see whether I could get any co-operation 
from them and if they will permit the publication of a book- 
let along the line that we have been talking. Of course, 

if they could help with the cost angle of it, it would be a 
big help to me. 


In regard to your third paragraph of your letter, I purchased 
the coins from Henry Fortier, that were found in Stepney, Ct. 
Unfortunately, some of the Conn. cents had already been sold 
by Stacks but I did get over a hundred of them. There are 
many uncirculated specimens but there are some that have 

some corrosion on them even though they are uncirculated. 


I do not think that Henry got the counterfeit British half- 
pence. The Vt. coins had already been sold and Henry ehecked 
with Stacks regarding the story in the Numismatist about the 
dies of the Conn. cent that were found. The story regarding 
the dies evidently was wishful thinking and there were no 
such animals found. This annoyed me beyond words, because I 
had been hunting for some of the dies for years and had 
never found them. There was some man in Baltimore who wrote 
an article in the Numismatist about these being found but 
when Henry checked with Stacks he was told that there were 
none. Therefore, which story is true I do not know. 


I do have a great number of triplicate Conn. cents and if 
you are interested in making any exchange of coins by giving 
me a list of your duplicates or triplicates, I will be glad 
to work out some fair exchange with you. There are some 
triplicates that came from the Fairfield hoard that are 

not quite as good as some in my regular collection. 


Therefore, as soon as I can complete the listing of the 
coins and have time to check the list to make sure that the 
important features for a tribution show on each specimen, 

I will forward to you the Bins that I do not own in my 
collection or that are in poor condition for photographing 
purposes. It is very likely that some of the coins in my 
collection would have to be photographed even though they 
were in poor condition, because they are new die varieties 
that have never been known before. There are several new 
combinations of known die varieties that are not in Miller's 
book. I would appreciate it if you have come across any 


Lene pense 


new combinations of dies or a totally new die variety that 
you would drop me a note telling me which combinations are 
the new ones and if it is a totally new die variety, never 
known before, with a description of it would be very much 
appreciated by me, and of course, such a coin should be 
included in making up a list for photographic purposes. 


My thought is that an additional statement about the new 
combinations of known dies and any new die variety could 

be included in a brochure that the photographs would be in. 

It would be helpful, of course, if the ANS would be willing 

to put out a new edition of the Conn. cents and include 

the new information. There are some corrections that should 
be made in the present book. John Richardson, deceased, 

had found a number of errors in the book, and I think it would 
be well if such errors were corrected in a new edition. 


Thank you very much for your kindess and I hope the coins 
that I sent to you for observation and the coins I sent 
that you desired for your own colléction have proved of some 
value to you. 
Kindest regards. 

Sincerely 


Ww tapos” 


NB/er | Norman Bryant 


February 19, 1953 


MEMORANDUM 


The Connecticut cents found in Stepney, Fairfield 
County hoard, were sold to Henry Fortier by Stacks 
and Fortier sold them to Norman Bryant. Bryant got over 
100 of “them but indicates that Stacks had already sold 
Somé@ prior to. theari sale to Fortier. 


Bryant did not obtain any of the new varieties 

of the Connecticut cents and challengesthe accuracy 
2 ‘ : “% 

of the article written by Breen, ere ac Lay lagen 

QS a 


This entine matter will have to ‘be. léokedi ants 
again. 


REA Wes New ar 


EPN/atb 


February 25, 1953 


Mr. Norman Bryant 
205 Church Street 
New Haven 10, Conn. 


Dear Mr. Bryant: 
Thank you for your letter of February 9, 1953. 


Primarily, I wish to point out that you can get at least 
mine and perhaps more coins on one picture at A.N.S and 
can cut around these pictures and mount them in any manner 
you wish on the plate to be photographed for publication. 
All of my pictures have been done in this manner and in 
that way the cost is substantially reduced, particularly 
if you do not have to picture both sides of all coins. 


I was interested to learn you purchased the Connecticut 

coins from Fortier. He did not get the counterfeit British 
halfpence. I have correspondence from Mr. Breen, who wrote 
the article in the January, 1952 Numismatist about this 
hoard. He was working at Stacks when this hoard was on hand. 
He has sent me a list of every variety which he saw. No. l 
was New York; Nos, 2 through 73 were imitation halfpence; 
Nos. 7 through 178 were Connecticuts and Nos. 179 through 
181 were Vermonts. I believe some Vermonts were removed 
before he saw them, according to John Ford. 


I have a great many Connecticut cents, in duplicate. In 

due course I think we can work out an exchange if your 
triplicates are in somewhat decent condition, particularly 
some from the Fairfield hoard, and I look forward to hearing 
from you with respect to the list which you are preparing. 


The new Connecticut cents about which Breen had informed 
me in the past were; 


1785 Miller 3 (5)«L 
1786 Miller  (2)-a 
1787 Miller 33 (7)-2(9) 


1787 Miller 33 (h6)-2(21) - described in 
March, 1928 Numismatist. 


February 26, 1953 


Page 2 
Mr. Norman Bryant 
New Haven, Conn. 


There are some others described in the March, 1928 Numis- 
matist also. ; 


The coins which you sent me will be returned just as soon 
as photographs are made of a couple of then. 
Kindest personal regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


nlarch LU; 1953 


Mire Bric P. Newnan 

sdison brothers stores, inc. 
315 Washington Aveiiue 

ot. Louis 

LvLO « 


Dear mr. Newman: 


Thanks for you your letters of February 25th and march 

6th, as well as for returning my coins to me. I appreciate 
having a list of all your Connecticut Cénts and the information 
as to those obverse and/or reverse sides of die varieties 

that will be good for photographing. Aan also interested in 
knowing the duplicates that you have. 


Ll am sorry that the two coins 1 sent to you for trade or 
Sale were not in better condition. lt is difficult to get 
triplicates in fine condition but hope that Ll have a few 
that may be of interest to you. 


When Henry fortier bought the Connecticut Cent lot - Fairfield 
hoard - for me from Stacks, I had to take quite a number of 
Other Connecticut Centd@ that were not in as good condition. 

L suppose it was a way for a dealer to dispose of some that 
were less saleable by making the buyer buy all as a lot. 


It bothers me a great deal about the dies of thevConnecticut 
Cent that Mr. breen stated were found in Stepney,Connecticut 
hoard for I asked Henry Fortier to ask stacks about the dies 
when he was in New Ygrk. He talked with two of the brothers 


,. and both denied that there were any dies found in the kettle 


in Stepney. Mr. Breen eYen listed off the dies that were 

in the lot. Do you happen to know the inside story about the 
dies? I have hunted since 1935 for dies of the Vonnecticut 
Cent and never have found one. It does not seem probable to 
me that if the Connecticut Cent hoard that was found in 
otepney was a colleation that was accumulated by a young 
boy, as descrbbed by iur. breen, that a young boy would have 
accumulated the dies as well. 


Being interested in the story of the hoard and having the 
thought 1 might learn more about the history of the hoard, 

i drove up to Stepney and talked with a Mr. Kugene a. Blake, 
Town Clerk about the find in 1950. Ue knows nothing of any 
such find, but is going to check it for me. He said the only 
house that was torn down in 1950 in Stepney was one that he 
helped tare down. Of course, the article by Mr. Breen states 
that it was an old barn on a pre-revolutionary estate that 

was being restored. hir. Blake does not know of any such barn 
being restored in 1950. Stepney is a town of about 3000 people. 
Like in most small towns, everybody knows everybody elses 
business and.therefore he doubts if the information is correct. 
Did Mir. Byeen tell you what estate or place it came from in 
Stepney? Mr. Breen may have the story correct and the owner 
may have been gagey in not disclosing to his townfolk tie 

find of the coins. However, he must know the owner of the dies 
se of the colus that have been sold by him, the owner of the 
estate. 


L talked with one of the stacks who came to the New Hneland 
Nunisingtic Convention that was held at the Hotel Llaft in Uctober 


1951, when our New Haven Numismatic Society was the host 
club. Another New York dealer or Brooklyn dealer told md 
about the hoard. 1 then went to Stack about it. Une of the 
Connecticut C4nts in mint cbndition was purchased by party 
unknown to me for 35.00. therefore, 1 am convinced that 
buyer bought the best coin for condition out of the lot. 
Don't blame him for 1 would have also. 1 think_probably | 
that about four coins out of the Connecticut Vent lot 

were sold before I bought the remainder. Wish f knew the 
buyers of those coins for it would help on the photographic 
project 1 am interesteé in. 


In yourbletter of February 25th, you quoted the artitgle 

by breen as to tn eee eke of hiss ¢ oame Cengs found in 
Hoard, 1785 - Poy S35 and 33 -4*°1 were not ae the Lot 
i purchased. ie 1786 he- G is not this coin, but Lata & 
is designation I have given the reverse for it definitely 
is not a "G" reverse. It is possible that the other coins 
were the ones sold before Il purchased the remainder. 


It was interesting to me that one can cut around the picture 
of a coin and then place this on another sheet. If the cut 
picture of the coin were glued on to another sheet, would it 
be noticeable that it had been glued on? In other words, would 
it spoil the look of the picture. 


Since I last wrote to you 1 saw the Yale collection for 

a short period of time as reference librarian was in a hurry 

to inake or rather keep another appointment. I jotted down 
quickly the best ones in their collection, but hope to 

return there this triday afternoon for a better check-up. 

Ae 6 tot, 1 do not Think. Yale has as good condition collection 
as my Own. The best coin' the their collection for photo-graphing 
is 1785 1-K. However, 1 did get a number of others that could 
be used. 


What I have tried to do when going over my own collection 

was to note the coins in excellent condition with all inscript- 
ions showing and turned down sone that may not show all the 
date for eawample. Other coins 1 graded into fine and good 
condition and hope that those specimens will be O.K. for 
photographing. 


I have been to the Connecticut State Library last week to 

see their Connecticut U#nt collection again, but curator was 

out sick. Have now heard from her and will go up to Hartford 

to view collection again. 1 attributed all Connecticut Cents 

for them several years ago that needed to be attributed. Hope 
I shall learn something from this trip. 


When I do go to tiartfofd I want to stop at Connecticut 
Historical Society and wadsworth Atheneum (? spelling) to 

see if they have any Connecticut Cents. Kill Hofmann of our 
New haven society is going to let me go over his Connecticut 
Cents to see if he can iielp along the line of the photoyraphic 
end of it by producing coins that might be helpful. 


Louis Tine that you are the lucky owner of 1787 - 4 WW as 


well as 1785 - Le=H I am jealous of you, but am delighted 
that you have these rarities in your collection. John Kich- 
ardson handled many Connecticut C-nts and 1 know he never 

had the good fortune to find either. Congratulation on your 
good fortune. Am sure you will in like manner appreciate it 
when 1 know 1 have an extremely rare VConnecticut Vent or have 
discovered a new combination. 


when I return to the U.S.A. from bermuda on April 5th, 
i shall spend the night in New yY¥rk and then hope to be 
able to devote the next day to going to the American 
Numismatic society and go over with them my idea of 
bringing up to date miller's work and the photographic 
plan showing all the different known varieties. 1 shail 
write for an appointment. 


Ll ain most interested in your statement that coins of the 
Sane color photograph better. It makes sense. 


Going back to the 1786 - L“-G mentioned in hoard, the 
reverse branch is the same as "S" and can not be there- 

a reverse "G". It is neither 5 4 or 515 obverse for there 
is no colon after AUCTORI. The obverse checks with 4*. 


in regard to the Stepney hoard I was able to use most of 
the coins in my collection either as better than my best or 
as a duplicate and therefore there are only a few that 

are either off center or are weakly strugk, which I doubt 
if you would be interested in. 


I do have two Connecticut C#nts that you might be interested 
tne The Ttirst is 178s... ho. Gi and the other is 1787 - 3320-47 
which were not from stepney collection. Thevl785 coin is in 
go@d condition and the 17387 is in same condition but the 
Cinquefoil between head and pole hand does not show for 

there 1s a depression in the planchet at that point and hence 
the die did not bring out the cinquefoil. If you would like 
IMNe to send these coins to you, 1 would be pleased to send 
them for your approval. 


iy feeling is that you are not interested in any Connecticut 
Cent unless it is in fine or better condition. I don't blame 
you for this feeling, but from my experience it has shown that 
it is difficult to obtain some of these coins in beautiful 
condition. I have many beautiful svecimens, but I also have 
Some that give me an additional die variety but the condition 
May not be all that could be desired. 


I could help your collection from numbér of different die 
varieties but 1 am sure that you would be disappointed as to 
condition of my triplicates. Richardson felt that it was best 
to snag onto a different die variety and then improve specimen 
as one could. Am not trying to tell you how you should form 
your collection. However, 1 have found that it has been a help 
to have a specimen, though only in fair condition, for identi- 
ficatbon purposes. 


Thanks a m&llion for all that you have done for ine. IL hope 
that some good will come oyt of my idea and that the numismatic 
fraternity will gain from such knowledge. 


this has been a long winded letter, but hope that you will 
feel that you and 1 may gain more knowledge My swapping 


information. 1 know I gained knowledge from.skichardson. 
Kindest resards. 
Jincerely 


heiway bayou! 


| m Norman bryant 
1 Vld Orchard lid. 
North Haven, Cofinecticut 


March 18, 1953 


Mr. Norman Bryant 
205 Church Street 
New Haven, Conn. 


Dear Mr. Bryant: 


In answer to your letter of March 10, I wish to point 
out that Mr. Breen did not state that any dies of the 
Connecticut cents were found, He merely referred to 
the use of the hubs in preparation for the dies. If 
you will re-read his article with this in mind the 
matter will be clarified. 


It so happens that I have the punches for the various 
decorations used in making the dies for the Connecticut 
cents. 


You ask whether a picture of a coin cut and pasted on 
to a background spoils the pictures. It definitely 
does not if mounted on white and when re-photographed 
the mounting is unnoticeable, 


I look forward to the results of your visits to various 
collections. 


Hastily yours, 


EPN/atb 


NORMAN BRYANT ® Insurance 


TRUST COMPANY BUILDING ° 205 CHURCH STREET 








Bus. Tel. STate 7-4251 NEW HAVEN 10 we CAIN A. Res. Tel. CHestnut 8-2996 


Representing 
THE TRAVELERS COMPANIES, HARTFORD, CONN. 


March 24, 1953 


Mr. Eric P. Newman, Secty 
Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 
315 Washington Avenue 

St. Louis, Mo. 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


Thank you very much for your letter of March 18th which 
was in answer to my letter of March 10th. 


I appreciate your bringing to my attention that Mr. Breen 
did not state that he had found the dies of the Connecticut 
cents. From the way the article read I believed that what 
he had called hubs and head-punches were the same things 

as the dies, and that they had been found in this hoard 

in Stepney, Connecticut. I can not understand from his 
article why he mentions specific hubs or head-punches of 
the Connecticut cents if these were not found in the hoard. 
I have to admit that I did not understand what the difference 
was between a hub, a head-punch or punches, or dies. One 
of our members of our New Haven Numismatic Society, who is 
a die maker,informedme as to what the difference is between 
these various things. 


It is most interesting to know that you are the owner of the 
punches for the various decorations used in making the dies 
for the Connecticut cents. Some day I hope that the dies, 
themselves, will be located and will be owned by either a 
private collector or a Museum here in Connecticut. For 
posterity, I wish that they were all in the Connecticut State 
Library as that seems to be about the only place that would 
know how to take care of them properly and where collectors 
can enjoy seeing them. Yale University has a marvelous 
collection of coins but, unfortunately, the Numismatic room 
is not attended by a curator everyday and it is very difficult 
to find somebody who knows enough about their coins at the 
present time who could show an individual the collection 

from time to time. 


I am going down to the American Numismatic Society on April 
7th and will then discuss with them the question of bringing 
up to date Miller's work on the Connecticut cents. I would 


have liked to have written my own book on the subject, but 

I feel that it is better to keep on with Miller's classifi- 
cation and have a new edition with photographs of the Connecti- 
cut cents and additions and corrections that should be made 

in Miller's work. The American Numismatic Society has offered 
to be of any assistance that they can to me but I feel that 
they may not want to venture into it ,if the publication would 
be a book that was entirely rewritten by me,without seeing the 
finished product. It is so costly to try to publish your own 
book that I know I can not afford to put out any such pub- 
lication myself. Therefore, if they will let me do the work 
on it for them I hope that an interesting publication will 
come out that will be beneficial to the collectors of the 
Connecticut cents. 


> 


Kindest regards. 
Sincerely 
\\6\wus vagal” 
Norman Bryant 
NB/er 


Se 


March 10, 1954 


Fairfield County Numismatic Association 
C/o J. Norman Crosby 

265 Washington Avenue 

Apartment C-3 

Bridgeport lh, Connecticut 


Gentlemen: 


T have been doing considerable research based on a coin 
which was found in the Fairfield County hoard of copper 
coins in 1950 at what is described as a pre-Revolutionary 
War estate in Stepney, Connecticut. This coin happens to 
be a counterfeit British halfpence produced at Machin's 
Mill in Newburgh, New York in 1786 and was predated 1776. 
It is tied in to Vermont, Connecticut and New York coinage 
by dies and die punches. 


As you, no doubt, know, there were approximately 200 copper 
coins found in the kettle and were sold to Stacks, from 

whom I purchased a .few of the coppers. The find was written 
up in the January, 1952 "Numismatist", page 20. 


I am writing an article to submit to the American, Numis- 
matic Society and am very anxious to learn who wee the owner 
of the land where the coins were found and who was the owner 
in 1786. Was this find ever written up in the newspaper? 
Who was the person who found it and what other facts are 
there surrounding this discovery? Did the finder keep any 


of the coins? 


I will very much appreciate your cooperation as I believe 
that this hoard has solved many of the questions concern- 
ing colonial coppers which I have been trying to answer. 
Norman Bryant, of New Haven, bought many of the Connecticut 
coppers in the group but has no other information as to 

the find. Walter Breen, the writer of the article in the 
"Numismatist", does not know any further facts concerning 
the find. 


Sincerely yours, 


EPN/atb 


August 31, 1953 


~h aridesper t Herald 
Bridgeport, C Comecticut ¥ 
eae letter finds you and nan 1m good health. 


toning Sle good lawyer friends here in . 
tionally known collector of rare coins. Ha is 





sently 
a an article for one of the cations in that field 
involving a discovery made in course of excavati in 
1950 on a pre-voluti ta & Fairfield 
County, Cormecticut when «& brought; to t an old 
iron kettle containing 200 copper coins./ He w ike 





publications at the time and if 


omers of the property vod pe the names of 
previous owners, who might able en. additional back~- 
ground information. / I iow to nie t perhaps in gun 
morgue of your pe be somé information. Do 

or any of your s aoe any res — of such an ine ankt 


Please do not co to eG of he but £f there is any yaa 
you can aay gira the mabterMii/‘will be vory much apmrecis ted 


Please convey ny, Hetntest | Pogaxis to all menbers of your family. 


( 
Puddin ena I enti th to hear that seme of you ny aang pal 
. Boon £0, t rT ae a ee eee 






Sincerely yours, 


Bit/ng vA Bernard Mellits 
be: Mr. Eric P. Newman 


6450 Cecil 


Philip Mossman January 29, 1997 
Colonial Newsletter 

P.O. Box 661 

Hampden, ME 0444-0661 


Dear Phil: 


Frank Campbell has been ill and has been away from his desk 
for some days. I hope he gets better soon. 

Both Ken Bressett and I have never found or heard of another 
find of coins containing any Wood’s Hibernia pieces in America 
except a coin or so in the Philadelphia Highway find which any 
British sailor could have had in his pocket. Perhaps one might have 
been found in Williamsburg (see my monograph if I mention it). I 
have never heard of a St. Patrick "farthing" found in America 
either. Breen had no facts and was stubborn when I first raised 
the subject. He never would change his mind on anything we 
disagreed on because he was under pressure not to agree with me 
whenever possible. 

Michael Dolley was a brilliant unwashed disturbed Irish 
Catholic but fortumately a good numismatic friend of mine. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


Philip L. Mossman, M.D. 
36 Griffin Avenue 
Hampden, Maine 04444 
April 12, 1997 
Dear Eric, 


Thank you so much for your prompt reading and return of the Paul Revere 
manuscript. I’m glad you liked it; I certainly enjoyed doing it and learned a lot in the 
process. I appreciated your input on the Corey notes and will include your corrections. 
Thank you also for the copies of the “sword in hand” notes which will be a fine 
accompaniment to the text. [ll try to get a “legal” picture of the Boston Massacre. The 
one I have was taken from an old book but no doubt I’ll need to get someone’s permission 
to use it. 


Regarding Jefferson’s comment about the circulation of coppers in Virginia, the 
statement was obviously quoted in the two sources, his papers which you used and the 
ASP-Finance which I found in our library. 


I agree with your conclusion about the items that Revere sent to Watson. One was 
certainly was a piece of printed paper money of the February 17, 1776 fractional currency 
emission. The other money was not defined - so the only other possibility would be a 
Fugio copper. I'll also add that to the paper. 


Something interesting happened the other day. I was talking to Rob Retz, an 
active member of C4, EAC, and CNL, who is an avid Fugio enthusiast. He also helped 
me by submitting material for my book many years ago. His ambition is to write an 
updated book on Fugios with a great emphasis on the historical aspects. It sounds to me 
that he is planning a real study and not just a “marketing” manual. [Not to be critical, but 
the Kessler book is now outdated and lacked any depth of historical information.] He 
gladly accepted my suggestion that he consult you regarding any new publication because 
of your prior experience and expertise in the subject. However, he was too timid to 
contact you directly himself since he has never met you in person. I said that I would make 
all the proper introductions. I hope I was not too presumptive in doing this, but you are 
such a valuable resource. If it is OK that he confer with you, I can pass the word on to 
him. This all came about because there was a new concave rays Fugio reported to the 
CNL by Tony Terranova which will appear in the August issue. Following the Newman 
convention, it is called 25-PP. 


As for Paul Revere, I don’t know in just which issue he will appear. As for 
Stepney Hoard, John Kleeberg just came across an unpublished article by Breen which 
used much of the same data that was in the letter he wrote you. It was in a box of 
miscellaneous Breen material the ANS bought in an auction. Since John has been in LA 
on the large cent trial, I’ve not had chance to speak to him as to just how we should use it. 
I’ll keep you posted on how this paper is evolving. 





i a 
(unter 
Nw [: j 


Dr. Philip Mossman ADYLI 27), 1997 
36 Griffin Ave 
Haimpden, ME 04444 


Dear Phil: 


Your recent interest in further details on the Stepney, 
Fairfield County, Connecticut hoard of copper coins found in an 
iron pot in 1950 has encouraged me to investigate further my 

involvement with it. I have continued to search my files and have 
examined the coins I purchased from it with the hope of clarifying 
what took place almost a half century ago. 

The most exciting experience of my numismatic life was the 
acquisition and identification of the 1776 Counterfeit British 
Halfpence (now known as Vlack 9-76B) minted at Machin’s Mills near 
Newberg, New York iin the 1787 period and described in an article 
I wrote in 1958 for the American Numismatic Society’s Centennial 
Publication entitled " A Recently Discovered Coin Solves a Vermont 
Numismatic Enigma". 

The Stepney hoard matter arose during my early correspondence 
with Walter Breen. I have fortunately found his letters written 
to me when he was a student at Johns Hopkins University in 
Baltimore. He had examined the Stepney hoard at Stack’s office 
and had published the details in The Numismatist for January 1952. 
I recently sent you a copy of his Feb. 7, 1952 letter to me further 


describing the hoard. I was anxious to remember which counterfeit 
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British halfpence I acquired from the hoard and how, why and when 
that had occurred. 

The situation was substantially clarified by a routine error 
which Breen made in dating a letter to me. I enclose a copy of 
that letter dated 22 Jan 1951 which was filed by me under that 
date. It refers to his study of the hoard in May-June 1951 and 
thus the date of the letter has to be Jan 22, 1952. All of us have 
a problem in adjusting our minds to designate the new year properly 
when writing just after the change. 

The letter states that "the imitation halfpemce are still 
kicking around in a drawer in Stacks office". To determine when I 
obtained some of them I went to my bank statements for 1952 and 
I found my check for $7.50 payable to Stack’s dated February 22, 
1952 (copy enclosed). Do you feel that I overpaid as their prices 
ranged from 50¢ to $2.50 each ? The envelopes I prepared to put 
them in specifically have Stepney (or Fairfield) hoard typed on for 


the following pieces: 


Date Vlack # Breen Weight Condition Remarks 
list ¥ in grains 
Ny aay 6-72A 29 114.75 No wear 


Glossy red 


AL Keown 


1776 9-768 55 146.5 No wear CEORCIVS 


Glossy brown 


1778 11-78A 63 L10.5 No wear 


Glossy red brown 
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L787 17-87A 65/66 bLS.75 No wear 


Glossy red brown 


a7O7 L9=-87C 69 L194 20 No wear 


Glossy red brown 


Some weights of the coins vary from Breen’s list and I have 
rechecked my weights. When I say "no wear" I avoid stating 
whether the devices are sharply struck up or not as they have 
evidence of some weak die detail, possibly to make them look worn 

bumoculaLle » 
even when they were new. The fields are « ame . 
The color is uniform throughout. 
I may own one or two more from the hoard but am not sure 
because they are not so marked on my envelopes. 
oe I finally rounghy letters to Breen on the subject and enclose 
copies of January 17, 1952, January 24, 1952, and March 13, 1952. 
My secretary made a few errors which I did not catch such as 
referring to my letter of January 22, 1952 when it was January 17, 
1952 and using the corrected date of his letter as the date of my 
letter. 
You will note that I knew he wanted to become a doctor so I 
Pee : ee tera 
Pe ne oe my March 13, 1952 letter to hi yn ¥Q the 
hospital instead of the University. 
The difficulty in my finding these old letters is that some 


pee are filed by subject matter an ae were several subjects) and 


h oa | fu. wall 


some by correspondent’s name. We didn’t pre cory machines then. 

’ I naturally wrote Stack’s after receiving the information in 
Soe February 9, 1952 letter and asked Stack’s to send me the 
George III counterfeits. What ick 4 This was a top drawer 
incident. 

If there are comments you may have please feel free to make 


them. If you believe any part of this stuff is interesting enough 


for CNL inclusion I will gladly help. 


My best to you. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman ~ 
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Dr. Philip Mossman April 21, 1997 
36 Griffin Ave 
Hampden, ME 04444 


Dear Phil: 


Your recent interest in further details on the Stepney, 
Fairfield County, Connecticut hoard of copper coins found in an 
iron pot in 1950 has encouraged me to investigate further my 
involvement with it. I have continued to search my files and have 
examined the coins I purchased from it with the hope of clarifying 
what took place almost a half century ago. 

The most exciting experience of my numismatic life was the 
acquisition and identification of the 1776 Counterfeit British 
Halfpence (now known as Vlack 9-76B) minted at Machin’s Mills near 
Newberg, New York in the 1787 period and described in an article 
I wrote in 1958 for the American Numismatic Society’s Centennial 
Publication entitled " A Recently Discovered Coin Solves a Vermont 
Numismatic Enigma". 

The Stepney hoard matter arose during my early correspondence 
with Walter Breen. I have fortunately found his letters written 
to me when he was a student at Johns Hopkins University in 
Baltimore. He had examined the Stepney hoard at Stack’s office 
and had published the details in The Numismatist for January 1952. 
I recently sent you a copy of his Feb. 7, 1952 letter to me further 
describing the hoard. I was anxious to remember which counterfeit 
British halfpence I acquired from the hoard and how, why and when 
that had occurred. 
| The situation was substantially clarified by a routine error 
which Breen made in dating a letter to me. I enclose a copy of 
that letter dated 22 Jan 1951 which was filed by me under that 
date. It refers to his study of the hoard in May-June 1951 and 
thus the date of the letter has to be Jan 22, 1952. All of us have 
a problem in adjusting our minds to designate the new year properly 
when writing just after the change. 

The letter states that "the imitation halfpemce are still 
kicking around in a drawer in Stacks office". To determine when I 
obtained some of them I went to my bank statements for 1952 and I 
found my check for $7.50 payable to Stack’s dated February 22, 1952 
(copy enclosed). Do you feel that I overpaid as their prices 
ranged from 50¢ to $2.50 each ? The envelopes I prepared to put 
them in specifically have Stepney (or Fairfield) hoard typed on for 
the following pieces: 


Date Viack # Breen Weight Condition Remarks 





ESERIES SMe Se Wie a Soe ae een er 
1772 6-72A 29 114.75 No wear 
Glossy red 
brown 
L776 9-76B 5S 720 a 5 No wear CEORCIVS 
Glossy brown 
L773 11-78A 63 £10.25 No wear 
Glossy red brown 
L707 17-87A 65Or 66 210575 No wear 
Glossy red brown 
1787 19-87C 69 11925 No wear 
Glossy red brown 
i782 23-88A a oy ae ae ens BE ©, No wear 


Glossy red brown 


Some weights of the coins vary from Breen’s list and I have 
rechecked the weights on my scale. When I say "no wear" I mean 
no sign of circulation. A couple of the pieces have devices which 
are not sharply struck up. This could be weak die detail, possibly 
to make them look a little worn even when they were new. The 
fields are perfectly level and immaculate. The color is uniform 
throughout each piece. 

I may own one or two more from the hoard but am not sure 
because they are not so marked on my envelopes. 

I finally found my letters to Breen on the subject and enclose 
copies dated January 17, 1952, Jamuary 24, 1952, and March 13, 
1952. My secretary made a few errors which I did not catch such 
as, referring to my letter of January 22, 1952 when it was January 
17, 1952 and using the corrected date of his letter as the date of 
my letter. 

You will note that I knew he wanted to become a doctor so I 
erroneously "doctored up" his address in my March 13, 1952 letter 
to him by using the hospital’s name instead of the University name. 

The difficulty in my finding these old letters is that some 
are filed by subject matter (often there were several subjects) 
and some by correspondent’s name. We didn’t have handy copy 
machines then. 

I naturally wrote Stack’s after receiving the information in 
Breen’s February 9, 1952 letter and asked Stack’s to send me the 
George III counterfeits. What luck ! This was a top drawer 
incident. 

If there are comments you may have please feel free to make 
them. If you believe any part of this stuff is interesting enough 
for CNL inclusion I will gladly help. 


My best to you. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


P.S. In the 1997 book by Bowers entitled American Coin Treasures 
and Hoards (p. 36-37) he changed the place name of the hoard to 
"Stepney Depot" which I think is different from Stepney and thus 
an error. He quoted my earlier comments but due to my new findings 
should be corrected. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dr. Philip Mossman April 21, 1997 
36 Griffin Ave 
Hampden, ME 04444 


Dear Phil: 


Your recent interest in further details on the Stepney, 
Fairfield County, Connecticut hoard of copper coins found in an 
iron pot in 1950 has encouraged me to investigate further my 
involvement with it. I have continued to search my files and have 
examined the coins I purchased from it with the hope of clarifying 
what took place almost a half century ago. 

The most exciting experience of my numismatic life was the 
acquisition and identification of the 1776 Counterfeit British 
Halfpence (now known as Vlack 9-76B) minted at Machin’s Mills near 
Newberg, New York in the 1787 period and described in an article 
I wrote in 1958 for the American Numismatic Society’s Centennial 
Publication entitled " A Recently Discovered Coin Solves a Vermont 
Numismatic Enigma". 

The Stepney hoard matter arose during my early correspondence 
with Walter Breen. I have fortunately found his letters written 
to me when he was a student at Johns Hopkins University in 
Baltimore. He had examined the Stepney hoard at Stack’s office 
and had published the details in The Numismatist for January 1952. 
I recently sent you a copy of his Feb. 7, 1952 letter to me further 
describing the hoard. I was anxious to remember which counterfeit 
British halfpence I acquired from the hoard and how, why and when 
that had occurred. 

The situation was substantially clarified by a routine error 
which Breen made in dating a letter to me. I enclose a copy of 
that letter dated 22 Jan 1951 which was filed by me under that 
date. It refers to his study of the hoard in May-June 1951 and 
thus the date of the letter has to be Jan 22, 1952. All of us have 
a problem in adjusting our minds to designate the new year properly 
when writing just after the change. 

The letter states that "the imitation halfpence are still 
kicking around in a drawer in Stacks office". To determine when I 
obtained some of them I went to my bank statements for 1952 and I 
found my check for $7.50 payable to Stack’s dated February 22, 1952 
(copy enclosed). Do you feel that I overpaid as their prices 
ranged from 50¢ to $2.50 each ? The envelopes I prepared to put 
them in specifically have Stepney (or Fairfield) hoard typed on for 
the following pieces: 


Date Vlack # Breen Weight Condition Remarks 


| list # in grains 
lfve 6-72A 29 114.75 No wear 
Glossy red 
brown 
1776 9-76B 55 116.5 No wear CEORCIVS 


Glossy brown 


1778 11-78A 63 1.065 No wear 
Glossy red brown 


Liss 17-87A 65 OF. 66.2255. 75 No wear 
Glossy red brown 


L737 19-87C 69 L19%s 22 No wear 
Glossy red brown 


1788 23-88A 70.08 72 27 aD No wear 
Glossy red brown 


Some weights of the coins vary from Breen’s list and I have 
rechecked the weights on my scale. When I say "no wear" I mean 
no sign of circulation. A couple of the pieces have devices which 
are not sharply struck up. This could be weak die detail, possibly 
to make them look a little worn even when they were new. The 
fields are perfectly level and immaculate. The color is uniform 
throughout each piece. 

I may own one or two more from the hoard but am not sure 
because they are not so marked on my envelopes. 

I finally found my letters to Breen on the subject and enclose 
copies dated January 17, 1952, January 24, 1952, and March 13, 
1952. My secretary made a few errors which I did not catch such 
as. referring to my letter of January 22, 1952 when it was January 
17, 1952 and using the corrected date of his letter as the date of 
my letter. 

You will note that I knew he wanted to become a doctor so I 
erroneously "doctored up" his address in my March 13, 1952 letter 
to him by using the hospital’s name instead of the University name. 

The difficulty in my finding these old letters is that some 
are filed by subject matter (often there were several subjects) 
and some by correspondent’s name. We didn’t have handy copy 
machines then. 

I naturally wrote Stack’s after receiving the information in 
Breen’s February 9, 1952 letter and asked Stack’s to send me the 
George III counterfeits. What luck ! This was a top drawer 
incident. 

If there are comments you may have please feel free to make 
them. If you believe any part of this stuff is interesting enough 
for CNL inclusion I will gladly help. 


My DeSe fo: vou. 


sincerely, 





Eric P.- Newman 


P.S. In the 1997 book by Bowers entitled American Coin Treasures 
and Hoards (p. 36-37) he changed. the place name of -the hoard to 
"Stepney Depot" which I think is different from Stepney and thus 
an error. He quoted my earlier comments but due to my new findings 
Should be corrected. 


George ‘Frederick Kolbe 
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Philip L. Mossman, M.D. 
36 Griffin Avenue 
Hampden, Maine 04444 
August 8, 1997 


Dear Eric, 


In reply to your letter of July 23rd regarding the Rucker article, I must admit that 
while I have great respect for Mike’s knowledge and abilities, and we work well together, 
I can’t always figure out what motivates him to do some of the things he does. Your 
guess is as good as mine. 

On another note about Stepney. I’ve been in contact with the Munroe [Conn] 
Historical Society and they have no record of any coins found in Stepney in an iron kettle 
in the 1950s. So I made no more progress than you did 47 years ago! More about this 
later. 





Do you have any more thoughts about a brief request in the December CNL for 
patrons to look for the new Immunis? We are starting to organize the issue now. 


I hope you are having a nice summer. 


Sincerely yours, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Pha dap vi.) Mossian AUGUSE 6255 997 
36 Griffin Ave 
Hampden, ME 04444 


Dear Phil: 


Since the Stepney hoard was found in modern times I am still 
mystified as to why its source is unknown or concealed. 

You might write Harvey Stack directly to ask him rather than 
go through Hodder. 

We just returned from Botswanfa and the animals were 
Spectacular. Why don’t you go there ? 


Your wild friend, 


ae ee 


Eric P. Newman 


THE 4 of early Philip L. Mossman, M.D., Editor 
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November 23, 1997 
Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 


Thank you so much for the fourth edition of your splendid book. Although the 
others were nice too, this one is really handsome! I appreciate your thoughtfulness. 


As you can see I’ve been hard at work. This volunteer retirement job is quickly 
becoming full time. I wouldn’t have time to play doctor even if I wanted to!! I have put 
together all I could glean about the Stepney hoard which includes so much from your 
correspondence of the early 50s. I’ve enclosed two manuscripts - the first, “The Fairfield 
County Hoard,” is just a verbatim transcription of the more complete Stepney inventory, 
purchased by the ANS, which I recopied in a more readable form. No changes at all - just 
as Breen wrote it. 


The second is the paper, “Stepney Revisited,” I’m proposing for the next CNL. I 
was a bit presumptuous and included you and Kleeberg as co-conspirators since you both 
contributed so much to it. Maybe after you finish reading it, you will not want to be 
associated with it!! Well, anyway get out your red pen and add, subtract, suggest or 
whatever. The more I delved into this, the more convinced I am that the hoard was 
genuine and put together prior to 1788, the year it was concealed. I still have trouble with 
the iron kettle. In fact, I am asking the opinion of a physical chemist, courtesy of Charles 
Smith, as to what he would expect as to the condition of copper sitting in dirt and iron for 
162 years. So much depends on the chemistry and moisture content of the soil, facts we 
just don’t know. So, expect those comments to arrive later. 


I have a bunch of things to ask you. The latest Bower’s book says that Hodder 
found out that Hessberg was the purchaser of the hoard - but Breen told you something 
different in the PS of his February 7, 1952 letter to you. He said the name was like 
Cordier or Crotier, certainly nothing like Hessberg. I left this place open in the footnote. 
Also he said that Stacks was writing you with the name of the purchaser. Did they ever do 
this? 


I’m sure that you do not want me to say how much you paid for six uncirculated 
Machins!! But then again, who wanted them in the 50s? Today it is a different story. I 
once paid $1.00 for an unrecognized VG 1747 Machins from a junk box, and $1.58 for 
another from a dealer’s stock book of English coppers. But, those days are gone forever. 


Once in a phone conversation, you told me that you had a friend make some 
inquiries about Stepney in the early 1950s. Do you recall all the details since I did quote 
you. Is this OK? Please fill in any blanks or delete if inappropriate. 


Under coin No. 95, Breen mentions “suction marks.” Are these just clash marks? 
It is a new term for me. 


On another topic, as I was rereading your classic article, “A Recently Discovered 
Coin Solves a Vermont Numismatic Enigma,” I saw on plate XXXIII you pictured a 
Connecticut 5.4-G. Now a CNL patron just sent me a clear photo of an excellent 5.4-G 
with a little dot between the bust and the A of AUCTORI and another dot by the colon 
after CONNEC. Although I’m just working from a photo copy of your article and don’t 
have a glossy reprint, your piece seems to have exactly the same variety of extra dots as 
his. Others of which I have pictures lack this little difference. The patron was wondering 
if these extra dots make this a new variety of the 5.4 obverse. I can’t see that it has ever 
been reported but then again there are lots of Connecticut die variations I’m not aware of. 
I would assume that it is die damage to 5.4 rather than a new variety. But then again since 
Buell had complete hubs in 1786, it could be a separate die. Any thoughts? I was going 
to bounce this off Bobby Martin. Who else would know about such a thing? 


Another minor point concerning that article; in your letter to me of April 21, 1997 
you called the famous 1776 CEORCIVS #55 in the inventory whereas in your letter to 
Breen of March 13, 1952, you identified it as #56. Do you recall which number it was? I 
wanted to report this accurately. 


A last unrelated item. You had once discussed with me your desire to update your 
Virginia study. What plans do you have for this and is there any way I could help? The 
series has been too long neglected and deserves a renaissance. Mike McLauglin, in 
cooperation with Jim Spilman, has submitted his Fugio update to the CNL for at least two 
future issues. 


I guess I have taken up enough of your time with this letter. Please feel free to 
wield the red ink since I want this Stepney paper to be as complete and accurate as our 
current state of knowledge permits. After you see it, I was thinking of running it by Dave 
Bowers since he handled many of the hoard. Also Bobby Martin who has a large 
collection of Connecticuts and expressed interest in the hoard. Anyone else you can think 
of? Stacks should see it since they are mentioned but they are not accused of any 
mischief. Lastly, do you feel that the ANS has the legal right to print this copy of the 
Breen inventory which they purchased at auction? I am always sensitive to such issues. 


Our wishes for a Happy Thanksgiving to you and yours. 


By yours, 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Philip L. Mossman December 1, 1997 
box 66.1 


Eas 


Hampden, 


ME 04444-Goo6ol 


Rew Your Wovember "237.299 77 Letter 


Dear Phil: 


have 


As to your wonderful article entitled "Stepney Revisited" I 
the following immediate comments: 


2. 


EO. 


ANS can reprint the Breen list it owns. The content has 
already been printed in substantially the same form. The 
ANS draft is merely a minor revision. 

The confusion as to the 1776 CEORCIVS is because he 
mentions it first and then includes it second in the weight 
listing. He doesn’t make the number clear. I accept # 56 
as the best choice. 

Page bl. dine" lO:- eine typo: makes ‘you. a. "con:-artrsat". 
Stack’s never told me the customer’s name. Find out who 
submitted material to the 1975 EAC auction. 

You can Say what I paid for th. Machin pieces 1 bought. 
Nobody wanted them. Breen wrote me they were thrown into 
a desk drawer so I wrote and asked for them. The state 
coinage had been long sold before that. 

Clash marks were called suction marks as we didn’t know 
enough long ago to diagnose them early. 

" in the Newman inventory" can be misinterpreted. In 
several places use " in his listing sent to Newman" or 
something like that. 

iain proud %ou.be:.a Conte lbubor. 3 

Bernard Mellitz, a St. Louis attorney, was born and raised 
in New Haven, Connencticut, went to Yale and inquired of 
his friends all over Fairfield County when I asked him to 
do so about. 1953. He went to Stepney. He learned nothing. 
i wile cheek my collection for Conn .5.4-G. 


Hope this helps. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


Dec-10-97 12:20P 


Fax Transmission 


Destination: 
Addressee: 
From: 

Date: 

Reply Nos.: 


Total pages: 


Phone 212/234-3154) 
bax 21 e/g SIR 4 
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THE-AMERICAN ‘NUMISMATIC:- SOCIETY 


(FOUNDES 1856 + (NCORKORATED 1665) 


BROADWAY AT 155°4: STREET 


New Yorke NY. 10032 


314/727-0820 

Eric P. Newman 

Leshe A, Elam, Executive Director, ANS 
December 10, 1997 

TEL. 212/234-3130, ext 218 

FAX 2] 2/234-338 | 

| 


Per Alan Stahl, Michael (Mickey) Turoff is at P.O, Box 761, Flushing, NY 11352. tel 718/463-8182. 
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December 13, 1997 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 


I’ve accumulated quite a list of things to report to you. In keeping with my 
obsessive compulsive personality, I'll number them off. 


1. In regard to the McLaughlin Fugio project, Jim Spilman wrote to me about Fugio 
attribution. “I fully agree with Eric. That was, in fact, the ONLY recommendation that I 
gave Rob [Retz] when we first discussed his effort - “stick with the original Newman 
attribution scheme.” 


The other fact is, in my editorial capacity, I can insist on the “Newman scheme” for 
CNL articles, so that’s that! It seems that all McLaughlin plans to do is republish his 
updated AC articles, but this time with pictures. To this he will add, with my help, an 
explanatory introduction to his material [he never had any explanations attached to the 
EAC series]. Jim Spilman wants to append to the McLaughlin manuscript a consolidated, 
abbreviated, corrected version of his previous Fugio papers which appeared years ago in 
CNL, but essentially nothing new. I will help him with the editing. So that’s what it’s all 
about. It seems these plans have been in the pot for a long time and I found out about 
them at the time Retz called me and I started to make some inquiries on his behalf. Both 
projects, Retz and McLaughlin, seem different and complementary to each other. 


2. Regarding Mr. Hessberg and his purchase of the Stepney hoard. Stack’s featured his 


collection, with a brief biography, in their June 19 & 20, 1991 auction, but the sale does 
not seem to have any Stepney coins that match the inventory. So - unless he sold them all, 
[which he could have done], there is no confirmation from his collection that he was the 
mysterious buyer. Breen may well have been correct with his “New Englander [whatever 
that means] with a name beginning with ‘C’.” I just asked Dave Bowers if he would 
review the manuscript and comment since he bought and sold a bunch of them, but no 


reply yet [it is too soon to expect it. ] 


Now really it is a case of “for fools rush in where angels fear to tread.” Elam and 
Kleeberg liked the first draft of the Stepney Hoard so much [and their other speaker 
refused], they have asked me to present it at the April 18th ANS meeting! Please sit up 
front between me and the audience to intercept the tomatoes! I’ll have another draft for 


your inspection soon. Again, thanks so much; you don’t know how much I appreciate 
your guidance. © 


3. The problem of the 1786 Miller 5.4-G is solved. The extra dot appears to be the 
remnant of a long filial of the A from a previous subtle overstrike. So don’t bother 


anymore about it. 


4. Thank you for the information on Hannah’s town. I’ll write to Mr. Homren in the near 
muture, He 1§ 40. CNL. 


Those are the current issues. I hope that you and your family have a Happy 
Holiday Season. 


Sincerely yours, 
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Philip L. Mossman, M.D., Editor 
P. O. Box 661 

Hampden, ME 04444-0661 
(207)862-3754 
PLMossman@aol.com 
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January 16, 1998 


Dear Eric, 


Please excuse the delay in my response to your letter of December 30th, but my 
computer has to run by electricity which has been in short supply recently! You may have 
heard, we were blasted! The storm started on the night of January 5th and by Thursday 
we were loaded with ice. Nothing moved for a while except the electric lines which 
started to fall. We were in the dark until Sunday morning and after that the power was still 
intermittent. It was a real disaster requiring the National Guard to help. It was amazing 
how people banded together to help each other. Then after we had power, I rushed to 
finish the second draft of the paper [enclosed]. I also corrected the actual inventory itself 
since I spotted more dyslexic errors as my wife and I proofed it again. So here are the 
pair of them. Please feel free to offer any comments which we can include at the end as a 
sort of reader discussion and reaction. Dave Bowers has also agreed to read it since he 
sold a number of the coins. The second batch of stuff you sent regarding Bryant was 
dynamite and so useful. Thanks so much [as always]. 


Regarding your recent letter I have several reactions. I must tell you privately that 
my first reaction to Wierzba’s article was laughter. How can finding this 1784 in New 
Jersey seriously be “new evidence on the origin of the piece” ? I agree, he has not read 
your 1976 essay in which you clearly point out the following facts from contemporary 
newspapers. 


1. A mint was operating at an unidentified location somewhere in Massachusetts, near the 
Rhode Island line in 1784. [Swansea, Mass., is 12 miles from Providence, the largest 
urban center in the area. | 

2. The mint produced “badly executed” British halfpence - “and of course easily detected.” 
[This means they were struck from poorly made dies. ] 

3. There must have been a fair number of them since they attracted attention. 

4 The date on the coin and the date of these newspaper events was 1784. 


So, it is logical to associate these two strings of circumstance since a mint makes 
coins and a bunch of phony coins was found in the region in 1784. The general aspect of 
the 1784’s is certainly not of the quality of contemporary English-made counterfeits. Of 
interest is the “J784” date; in England, they had stopped using the “J” as a “1” on 
halfpence long before 1784. So this might say something as to the sophistication, or 
training, of the die cutter. 


Now the only potential problem with the Swansea mint is contained in a reference 
you gave me from Lyman Low, Hard Times Tokens, p. 40, where he definitely describes 
the use of sand casting for facsimiles of English halfpence. This would mean that there had 
to have been both a casting and a striking facility in the area. The casting facility could 
have operated before the striking operation since the 1784’s are definitely struck and, of 
course, that means a substantial infrastructure for planchet manufacture. It could be that 
they started out by casting and then tried their hand at striking since it is so much more 
effective. So the only conflict I see - there were two mints not one, either simultaneous or 
in succession! One of my projects is to get to the University of Maine library and search 
all the local papers for several weeks after the dates of the ones you quoted. Sometimes 
there is just a sentence referring to a previous subject, which in this case, would be helpful. 


So to get back to your original question, Wierzba has not considered the strength 
of prior, documented evidence. These reports were real and I think your conclusion is far 
stronger than his. I was miffed at his, “ NOT a fact.” A bit rude when he has such feeble 
evidence to challenge you. I believe that your 1976 work should be reviewed and then ask 
objectively if any hypothesis can muster the same strength. I would do it - but it may 
appear improper due to my connection with CNL and the recent past history. You should 
do it if for no other reason than to encourage people to re-read prior research before 
abandoning its conclusions. I do not think you would irritate people - you would 
encourage them to read, to think, and reach their own conclusions. Your response need 
not be critical - just instructive. That would be my advice - and you will be re-analyzing 
the evidence and coming to the same conclusion. 


Another idea that just occurred to me. Rather than a specific reaction to 
Wierzba’s letter, why not a general review article about the Swansea mint since people 
apparently know little about its background. That could be for CNL as well as C4. So 
keep in touch and let me know what you decide and if I can assist further. 


Something else. Gary sent me the enclosed single page which is self-explanatory. 
Can you decipher all of it? There are some passages in red that don’t make much sense to 
me. Any help here? This is good CNL material. 
Sincerely yours, 


i 
\ ( 
¢ 
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Philip L. Mossman, M.D., Editor 
P. O. Box 661 
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February 10, 1998 
Dear Eric, 


A progress report on the Stepney paper. ve received more comments which I’ve 
incorporated in the paper. Robert Martin was able to supply some corrections in the text 
of the 1975 Pine Tree Sale, made by Walter, which improved the accuracy of my 
footnotes. There were many errors in that catalogue. Jim Spilman [CNLF] owns the 
actual glossy photos of that sale and I selected a few of the Stepney coins the article. 


My question to you, do you have any glossies of the Machin’s you ee that I 
could use in the article? Also do you have any 35 mm slides that could be used at the 
April 18th presentation at the ANS? [I’m having some of the glossies made into slides via 
computer, so if you don’t have any actual slides, I could have some made from good 
photos. The paper is postponed until the August CNZ for several reasons. We may 
receive more input from the discussion at the April meeting and also, the April issue is 
more than full [over 30 pages]. Beyond that, a 45 page cumulative index is being 
included in the envelope with the April number. 


The next item: I was able to make your point about the Swansea mint as part of 
the discussion in an article on cast counterfeits which will appear in the next CNL. 
Enclosed is the page in question for your information. I thinks this clarifies the situation in 
a neutral environment. 

Hope all is well with you. 


Sincerely yours, 
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Philip L. Mossman, M_D. 
36 Griffin Avenue 
Hampden, Maine 04444 
March 23, 1998 


Dear Eric, 


I’ve been accumulating a lot of things to send to you. First of all, thank you for 
the additional broadsides. I did not have either of these and I’ve put them in my E. P. 
Newman broadside folder in plastic sleeves. 


I received a reply form Wayne Homren about the Hanna’s Town Hoard who said 
that W. W. Woodside, who was familiar with the discoveries, never published the results. 
He thought that you might have some notes on the find since, he understood that in the 
late 60s, you had made a trip to the site. So, I guess the results have been lost. 


In that regard, we are examining the coin finds in Maine that are State property. 
The curator of the Maine State Museum is also a numismatist and is very interested in 
pursuing this. The intent is to publish the results of the inventory with photographs. A 
question arose which I said I would bounce off you. In Maine [Massachusetts] court 
records they speak of fines, etc.; do you know if coppers were ever receivable here as 
payment for official indebtedness? I can find nothing on it. 


Enclosed is the e-mail from Dan Freidus concerning the casual attitude of the EAC 
in regard to the stolen ANS coins. 


I sent a copy of the Stepney paper to Harvey Stack but have had no reply yet. At 
least I sent it and now it is up to him to reply if he wishes. Dave Bowers was very helpful 
with some ideas. He said that most hoards are not accompanied by adequate information 
and so this was no exception. 


The ANS would be most appreciative to have your Machin’s Mills coppers from 
the hoard on display at the April 18th meeting. We can also get some Connecticut coppers 
from Bob Martin. One of the slides you sent me had “Fairfield Hoard” written on it so 
that one is positively identified as such. 


On Friday we are going to Florida [St. Petersburg] for a week to see our son and 
his family. We have not been there since September 1996 and it is a good time to go 
considering that we had about 8 inches of new snow yesterday. 


Some follow-up on the Swansea mint. I found a great newspaper notice from 
1784 where citizens were very upset at the number of counterfeits in circulation. I’m 
getting a copy made which I'll send to you. One of the CNL patrons thinks he has found 
some muling of the 14-84A with Atkins #95 evasive. I don’t know the details except that 
he is working it out. We could have another case like the 1785s which were made 


primarily for America. At any rate, Montclair, NJ, is not seriously considered by anyone 
else. 


See you soon and in the meantime, think spring!! 


incerely, 





Phone: 212/234-3130 
Fax: 212/234-3381 
E-mail: Info@AmNumSoc.Org 





THE:-AMERICAN :‘NUMISMATIC: SOCIETY 


(FOUNDED 1858 - INCORPORATED !I865) 


BROADWAY: AT:1557T4- STREET 


News YORK hl. TOOa2 


March 31, 1998 


Mr. Robert M. Martin 
2036 Cruger Avenue, Apt. 46 
Bronx NY 10462 


Dear Bob, 


You have been a great help in providing information to myself and to Phil 
Mossman in the Stepney hoard matter. Eric Newman found assorted 
correspondence about Connecticut coppers and the Stepney hoard in particular 
in his files, which he provided to Phil and to me in photocopies. I asked 
him if I could send copies to you, and he very readily agreed - so here they 


are. You are the unofficial archivist for research in Connecticuts anyway, 
so it is only right for you to have copies. 


ALS 4 best, 


Jo n Kleeberg 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


To: Phil Mossman 
Fron: Eric’P. Newnan 


Date March 27, 1998 


I am sending to ANS my six Stepney Hoard Machins pieces and 
the originals of the Breen letter stating that all the halfpence 
were thrown in a drawer. 

Could the 1784 newspaper ment:iion of halfpence counterfeits 
which you mention in your March 23, 1998 letter be what I mentioned 
in my 1976 article and which was requoted in C4 p. 51 (Spring 1998) 
by Russell Easterbrooks. (Your attention is specifically directed 
to Russell Easterbrooks as author and whose namesake (Benjamin 
Easterbrooks) was a counterfeiter). That author should have stated 
whether the namesake was, was not or might have been a relative. 
How rare are people with counterfeiting ancestors ? 
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THE AMERICAN NUMISMATIC SOCIETY 


Inaugural 
Groves Forum 
in American Numismatics 


Saturday, April 18, 1998 
3:00 p.m. 


Dr. Philip L. Mossman 
Editor: Colonial Newsletter 


“The Stepney Hoard of Connecticut Coppers: 
Forty-Eight Years After the Fact(?)” 


A reception will follow. 


The American Numismatic Society 
Broadway at 155th Street 
New York, NY 10032 
(212) 234-3130 


Info@AmNumSoc.Org 


MATERIAL TEMPORARILY DEPOSITED WITH 
THE AMERICAN NUMISMATIC SOCIETY 
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I agree to the following: that the American Numismatic Society exercise with respect to my pro- 
perty the same precautions as they do in the case of c mparable objects forming a part of their own 
collections, and that they shall not otherwise x, e for its safekeeping or presérvation. 








(Signature) as 
(Name) eG i NV 
(Address) 











We have received on temporary deposit the material described aboye. , 
< 3 SY 
SGia itty 
for William E. Métcalf 


Chief Curator 


Date: 











RETURN OF MATERIAL 


I acknowledge receipt of the material described above, intact and complete, except as follows: 


(Signature) 


(Date) 


FRIC Po NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Philip Mossman Apri 24.1998 
Pi). BOX? GOL 
Hampden, ME 04444-G66l1 


Dear Phil: 

Your powerful and stimulating lecture was appreciated by all 
ef us. It indicated tha you digested and refined endless 
quantities of data. Congratulations. 


Evelyn and I and our daughter enjoyed being with you and Mary 
for the festivities and we hope there will be more such occasions. 

Thank you for having the slides made for me. Before you 
DUbLISh Twill try towstratqnten out which coins are, Stepney, and 
which are not. Breen says No. 56 (the CEORGIVS) weighs 118 and it 
weighs 116.5 grains. He may have mixed up the weight with No. 55. 
I wish I had been more respectful of source. 


My best, 


yi 






Ps 
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Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


To: Elena Stolyarik 
From? Hric. P: Newman “LCy)" 


Date: April 23, 1998 


I appreciate your showing me the items John Kleeberg set aside 
for me to see and for your being so helpful to me. 

Please sénd me the fubiy text .of, the “Accession “receras 
(including any correspondence) of all of the Kellogg dies (5 of the 
$ 20 Kellogg dies and hubs and 4 of the 1846 Mexican dies) which 
have written on the bottom of the boxes 1921.136. On the Mexican 
dies the individual numbers are 960026, 960027, 960028, etc. which 
are also on the bottom of the boxes. Are there any photographs of 
the Kellogg dies? If not they should be taken and a set given to 
Buttrey and to me. 

You will recall I added 3 coins to the Stepney Hoard exhibit. 
Please have slides or photos made of them and send Phil Mossman a 
copy of each. for possible, inelusionmain: the. publication of * his 
lecture and send me a copy too. 

You might also send me a receipt for the three items which 
bring the total of items you have of ours to 9. 

As to the Wormser file on private gold I made photocopies of 
NGS oF) FE: T bef 10 on your table, yifed Buttrey will” wank “a 


copy. 


Thank you so much for your cooperation. 


Phone: 212/234-3130 
Fax: 212/234-3381 
E-mail: Info@AmNumSoc.Org 





THE:AMERICAN:-NUMISMATIC:DOCIETY 


(FOUNDED 1858 - INCORPORATED |I865) 


BROADWAY: AT -1557#- STREET 


New -YORK: NYY. 10032 


To: Eric P. Newman 
From: Elena Stolyarik 
Date: April 29, 1998 


Please find enclosed ANS Temporarily Deposit Form. 
I would appreciate your signing and returning this form to me at 


your earliest convenience, using the self-addresses, stamped 


envelope provided. 


Again thank you for lending to our exhibion our great coins. 


Sincerely 
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Hello Phil 


I scanned the below page from a jounal kept by Thomas Sullivan, an enlisted man in the British Army. 
Sullivan was with the army in Boston in June 1775 when he recorded this information. I thought that 
you might be interested in this information and that you could probably make more from it than myself. 
Do you know of any other such contemporary information? 


Gary 









Of the Payment of the Army in America. 


THE Army was mostly paid in Joes, Half-Joes, & Dollars; 
the Dollars were of two kinds, i.e. Spanish milled, and Cob- 
Dollars. The Pay-Master-general of the Army charged 4s.8d. 
for every Dollar; for which y© Inhabitants give but 4s.6d. 
sterling. And the 2d. difference in the Dollars by exchange, 
the Paymasters of Regiments charged to the Companies 
accounts; and gave them the Dollars for 4s.6d. 

There are old Pieces of Silver in the Province Massachusett 
Bay, which Passe [sic] for 9d. 4 1/2d, an 1 d. ster. 


















Of the Currency and Value of English and 
Spanish Coins in BOSTON. 


Value 
Pieces English English Currency 
4 Guna in Eglan LP 


|HalfGuinea | Ae 






[Johannes orJoes | Sei | Seep 
pMalfdidg of Nia A cape ene) oe 
Delle a ee 
ic 2 en i (OP 
Quarter dito. | ei Ine 
[Half Quarter dito |_| 634 | |5 _|712_ 
[Sixteenth partdito |__| [314 | |2 [812 
Piven ee 
[Hai Pameen |e ees Oe a 
N.B. An English | 1/4d. is | shilling Currency. 
halfpermy is but a farthing sterl. 


















